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PREFACE 



Over the last two years, the Subccmrai ttee on 
Oversight and the Subcommittee on Public Assistance 
and Unemployment Compensation have been engaged in 
a comprehensive review of the growth in poverty in 
the United States. The Subcommittees have held a 
series of public hearings, commissioned studies by 
the Congressional Research Service of the Library 
of congress and by public policy institutions, and 
have issued reports done by the staff of the 
Committee on Ways and Means. Our hearings and 
reports have documented the steady increase in 
poverty, no matter how measured. 

This study. Families in Poverty: C hanges in 
the "Sa fety Net ", examines what has happened to 
poor families with children and corresponding 
changes in Federal expenditures for anti-poverty 
programs between 1980 and 1984. The study was done 
at our request by the staff of the Committee on 
Ways and Means. We wish to thank the Congressional 
Research Service (CRS) for providing technical 
assistance, for conducting a telephone survey of 
State AFDC benefits, and for compiling data in the 
appendix concerning Federal expenditures. 



Charles B. Rangel 
Chairman, Subcommittee 
on Oversight 



Harold Ford 

Chairman, Subcommittee 
on Public Assistance 
and Unemployment 
Compensation 
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I. OVERVIEW AND SUMMARY OP RESULTS 



INTRODUCTION 

In 1983 the Subcommittees on Public 
Assistance and Unemployment Compensation and 
Oversight of the Commiftee on Ways and Means began 
a thorough review of the growth of poverty in the 
United States* The first step in this process was 
a set of hearings held in October and November 1983 
after the 1982 poverty rate of 15 percent was 
announced* A similar hearing was held in August of 
1984, at which the Census Bureau briefed the 
Subcommittees on the 1983 poverty rate, which rose 
to 15*2 percent* On September 20, 1984 a third 
hearing will be held to enable the Administration 
to comment on the 1983 poverty rat«2, the reasons 
for the increase, and the steps which are planned 
to reduce the growth in poverty* 

wmm All of these hearings have documented the 
steady increase in poverty in the United States* 
Poverty is growing no matter how measured, whether 

•the official Census Bureau definition of poverty is 
used or other definitions, which include in-kind 
benefits, are applied* Table 1 identifies the 
national poverty rate for selected years, beginning 
in 1959, The poverty rates for ceirtain subgroups 
of the population are also depicted* 

The Subcommittees have learned that in 1983, 
15*2 percent — 35 million people — were living in 
poverty in this country* This is the highest 
number of people in poverty since L964 and the 
highest poverty rate since 1965* Roughly 868,000 
Americans joined the ranks of the poor in 1983 
alone* The poverty rate among subgroups of the 
population has also increased* More than one«-third 
of all black Americans live in poverty* The number 
of female-headed families in poverty — those 
families who have been particularly hard hit by 
recent Federal budget cuts — increased by 123,000 
in 1983 alone* 

(1) 
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TABLE l.-POVERTY RATES AND NUMBERS OF PEOPLE IN POVERTY FOR SELECTED DEMOGRAPHIC GROUPS OVER TIME 





19S9 


1966 


1970 


197S 


1978 


1979 


1980 


1981 


1982 


OMfaU nufnber in Doveftv (in thousands) 


39 490 


28 510 


25 420 


25,877 


24,497 


26 072 


29 272 


31 822 


34,398 


Poweftv rate (oercent) 


22 4 


14.7 


12.6 


12.3 


11 4 


11.7 


13.0 


14.0 


15 0 














3 682 


3 871 


3,853 


3 751 


Niimhtf cin thousands^ 


5 481 


5 114 


4 709 


3 317 


3 233 


Povertv rate (oercent) 


35 2 


28 5 


24.5 


15.3 


14.0 


15.2 


15.7 


15.3 


14 6 

A ^< V 


Chikken 

IVMM will 




















Numtttf fin thou^nds) 


17 208 


12 146 


10 235 


10 882 


9 722 


9 993 


11 114 

A A f A A * 


12 068 


13 139 


PiDMrtv rale (oercent) 


26 9 


17 4 


14 9 


168 


15 7 


16 0 


17 9 

A 9 iV 


19 5 


21 3 


Nonand aduitS' 




















Number (in thousands) 


1£ 801 


11 250 


10 476 


1 1 6/8 


11 542 


12.397 


14,287 


15 901 


17 508 


Povcftv rate (Mfcent) 




10.6 


92 


'9.4 


89 


91 


10.3 


11.3 


12.3 


lodividiMls in female headed families: 




















Numoef (in inousanos) 


1 1\ inn 


in OCA 
10.^50 


11.154 










1 C TOO 




Poverty rate (percent) 


50.2 


41.0 


38.2 


34.6 


32 3 


32 0 


33 8 


35 2 


362 


Blacks: 




















HmUxt (in thousands) 


9.927 


8.867 


7.548 


7,545 


1Mb 


8,050 


8.579 


9.173 


9,697 


Poverty rate (percent) 


55,1 


41.8 


33.5 


31.3 


30.6 


31.0 


32,5 


34.2 


35.6 


Mftiites: 




















Number (in thousands) 


28,484 


19.290 


17,484 


17,770 


16,259 


17.214 


19,699 


21.553 


23,517 


Poverty rate (percent) 


18.1 


11.3 


9.9 


9.7 


87 


9.0 


102 


11.1 


12.0 


SoMCC: "Money Incwne and Piwwty SUtus of Famtbes and Pi»f$on$ in the United Stales: 1982," P-60. No. 140 
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Nearly 12 million of the poor are children. 
Both the poverty rate and the poverty count for 
children under age 18 rose in 1983; 22.2 percent of 
children under age 18 are now poor. The poverty 
rate among children below age 6 has now reached 25 
percent one out of every four American children 
below the age of 6 was poor in 1983. Among black 
• and hispanic children, the poverty rate is even 

higher. Almost half of all black children under 
age 6 were poor in 1983. More than forty percent 
of all hispanic children under age 6 were poor. 

In response to suggestions that the official 
poverty rate overstates the number of poor 
Americans, the Census Bureau has examined 
alternative ways to measure poverty which include 
inkind benefits as well as cash income. Each of 
these alternatives has produced the same result: 
poverty has increased. In fact, poverty has 
increased to a larger extent when noncash benefits 
such as housing and food stamps are included 
because the numbers reflect the reductions made in 
those programs during the past four years. With 
the inclusion of noncash food and housing benefits, 
the number of poor has increased by 1.2 million 
individuals compared to the increase in the 
official number of .9 million. 

A number of perplexing q^sestions have been 
raised about the continuing increase in the poverty 
rate and, more importantly, the reasons for this 
increase. To learn more about the experience of 
low-income families over the past four years and 
the impact of Federal tax and spending policies on 
these families, the Chairmen of the Subcommittees 
requested that staff prepare this study. 

OVERVIEW O F STU DY 

The study attempts to recreate the experience 
of a "typical" AFDC family — a mother and two 
children in each of the forty-eight continental 
United States and the District of Columbia in 1980 
and 1984. By making certain assumptions about the 
income of such a family setting wages or 
disposable income equal to various oercentages of 
poverty the study illustrates the impact of tax 
cuts and budget reductions and examines the 
adequacy of this nation's social safety net daring 
the past four years. 
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Three basic questions are examined in this 
study: 

o Between 1980 and 1984, what has happened — ''^'^ 

in terms of benefits and taxes to 

families with wages that are below or 
near the poverty level? 

« 

o What level of earnings is neede<j to 
escape poverty in 1984 as compared 
to 1980? 

o What happened to Federal expenditures for 
poverty programs between 1980 and 1984 
and do these trends confirm the experience 
of families with wages or total income below 
or near the poverty level? 

In the following chapter the study methodology 
is described, with the assumptions made at each step 
in the research highlighted. This is followed by a 
chapter focused on families at various wage levels 
— including case studies and national data -- which 
traces changes in the sources of family income and 
expenditures between 1980 and 1984. Next, the 
research focuses on disposable income for these 
families and examines the amount and sources of 
income that this family needs to rise above poverty 
in the two study years. In the final section. 
Federal welfare spending over time is examined to 
learn whether trends in welfare spending confirm 
the results of the previous analyses. 

SUM MARY OF RESULTS 

o Poor and near poor families of three were 
unable to maintain their standard of living 
between 1980 and 1984 without substantial 
and unrealistic increases in their real 
earnings level. Cuts in Federal welfare 
spending are largely responsible for this. 

o For families with no wages, disposable 
income (AFDC + food stamps) declines 
ranged from 8 percent to 9.7 percent. 
Approximately one-quarter of these declines 
are due to changes in Federal food scamp 
policies and three-quarters due to the 
decline in AFDC purchasing power. 
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o 



o 



o 



o 



o 



The largest declines in disposable 
income occured among three and four 
person families with e«*rningo below 
poverty^ 

For all single parent families, declines 
in disposable income, (wages & AFDC 
& food stamps - Federal taxes - child 
care expenses) when wages were assumed 
to be 50 or 75 percent of poverty, 
ranged between 14*5 and 22.5 percent of 
income* More than 80 percent of these 
declines are due to changes in Federal 
pol icy* 

To maintain a disposable income equal 
to the poverty threshold, the earnings 
of a family of three must increase by 
$3,246 on average across States* This 
is an increase of 72*1 percent* By 
contrast, the real earnings of female 
headed families declined from 1979 
to 1983* 

Approximately 40 percent of all female- 
headed families with two children had 
annual earnings below the level of wages 
needed to attain poverty level disposable 
income* 

Although most States supplemented the wages 
of families at 50 to 75 percent of poverty 
in 1980, by 1984 families with earnings at 
50 percent of poverty were ineligible for 
AFDC in over half of the States* 

In 1984 only 6 States provided AFDC to 
three-person families earning 75 percent of 
poverty* 

Families with child care expenses were 
especially hard hit* in 1980 many of these 
families were eligible for AFDC which fully 
reimbursed day care expenses* By 1984, 
changes in AFDC policy meant that family 
income was too high to qualify for AFDC; 
the day care reimbursement was lost* 
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The trends in Federal welfare spending 
confirm these results: for everv poor 
person, there is substantially less cash 
assistance available in 1983 than in 1980. 

Between 1980 and 1983, the level of noncash 
benefits available per poor person declined 
4 percent in real terms. 

Between 1980 and 1984 Federal tax burdens 
in real terms increased significantly for 
three and four person families with 
earnings equal to or below 125 percent of 
poverty. 

Most of these increases in real tax burden 
were due to the increase in Federal income 
taxes not increases in the payroll tax. 
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BETWEEN 1980 AND 1984, WHAT HAPPENED TO 
FAMILIES WITH WAGES THAT ARE AT 
OR NEAR THP POVERTY LEVEL? 



Adults 


1 


1 


1 


1 


2 


Children 


2 


3 


2 


3 


2 


Child Care 


No 


No 


Yes 


Yes 


No 



Wagesl at ; Percentage Change in Disposable Income 



0 


-8.0 


-8.3 


-8.0 


-8.3 


-9.7 


50% 


-16.5 


-16.5 


-18.7 


-19.9 


-12.6 


75% 


-14.5 


-15.9 


-20.3 


-20.3 


-6.4 


100% 


-12.0 


-9.5 


-17.5 


-13.3 


-6.4 


125% 


-8.4 


-7.2 


-11.8 


-11.3 


-6.1 



^Expressed as a percentage of the poverty level. 
Wages increase between 1980 and 1984 of the 
increase in prices. 



WHAT LEVEL OF EARNINGS IS NEEDED TO ESCAPE 
POVERTY IN 1984 AS COMPARED TO 1980? 



Target 

75% of poverty 
100% of poverty 
(No day care) 
100% of poverty 
(With day care) 
125% of poverty 



Earnings in Constant 1984 Dollars 
1980 1984 Change % Change 



$ 915 
$ 4,500 

$ 5,177 

$10,135 



$2,162 
$7,745 

$9,663 

$2,010 



$1,247 
$3,246 

$4,486 

$1,875 



136.4 
72*1 

86.7 

18.5 
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II. THE STUDY METHODOLOGY 



The study examines a "typical" APDC family of a 
mother and two (or three) children or two parents 
and two children. The earnings and net disposable 
income of these families vary; they are assumed to 
have up to four types of income — wages, aid to 
families with dependent children (APDC) benefits, 
food stamps and the earned income tax credit. 
Federal income and payroll taxes, and child care 
expenses (in some cases) are subtracted from income 
to obtain disposable income. The 1980 official 
poverty level is $6,539 for a family of three. For 
1984, the poverty level used is the 1983 rate of 
$7,938 for a family of three, adjusted for cost of 
living increases (4.4 percent as projected by the 
Congressional Budget Office) which produces a 
poverty rate of $8,287. 

The study is comprised of two separate 
analyse?. in theianalysis described first, wages 
are set at specified fractions of the poverty level 
(0 or no income, 50 percent, 75 percent, 100 
percent, and 125 percent). With wages given, child 
care expenses (0 or a fraction of wages up to a 
maximum) , AFDC and food stamp benefits and Federal 
taxes are derived. Disposable income, which is 
defined above, is the chief measure of how the 
family's income has changed. Since the AFDC 
program varies by State, an overall average is 
calculated. This is a simple average the State 
of California receives the same weight as Wyoming 
and because the change in the higher benefit States 
(most often the States with the larger AFD<: 
populations) usually produces the largest change 
in disposable income, the lesults are understated 
to some extent. 

In the second analysis, a target level of 
disposable income (75, 100, or 125 percent of 
poverty) is chosen. 

Essentially, the policy question is what level 
of earnings (wages) are required to attain an 
income equal to the poverty threshold and how has 

(«) 
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that level changed between 1980 and 1984? Because 
the results are averaged over all States, this 
analysis understates the change in the amount 
of wages required to lift families above poverty. 
The primary focus is a family size of three. If 
larger family sizes were analyzed, the dollar 
amount of wages required would be significantly 
h igher . 

The overall study examines income in two 
months: July 1980 and July 1984. This is the month 
in which AFDC benefits are usually increased. 
These amounts are then annual i zed' to examine Federal 
tax policy. To some extent, this is a simplifica- 
tion of the real world. In some states, AFDC 
benefits vary by season. Pood stamp benefit calcu- 
lations are different at different times of the 
year. However, there is no reason to believe that 
annualizing July data presents a misleading picture 
of Federal and State policy changes between 1980 
and 1984. 

W ages . Depending upon the analysis, wages are 
given" as a set percentage of poverty (which assumes 
they increase at approximately the same rate as 
prices) or are calculated as the required amount 
to lift a family's income up to the poverty thres- 
hold. 

AFDC. An AFDC benefit for various family sizes 
has been calculated. To determine these benefits, 
each State's AFDC program was modeled using the 
appropriate need standard, payment standard and 
maximum benefit for July of 1980 and 1984. In 
1980, monthly work expenses of 10 percent of gross 
wages to a maximum of $45 are assumed; in 1984, the 
full $75 monthly deduction is included. The earned 
income disregards are applied in 1980 according to 
the rules in effect prior to enactment of the 
Omnibus Budget Reconciliation Act (OBRA) . In 1984, 
the benefit is calculated in the fifth month of 
eligibility, after the termination of the earned 
income disregards because the vast majority of 
female heads with wages are not in their first 
four months of employment. Only the AFDC and 
food stamp policies which directly affect the 
"typical" AFDC family with earnings were modeled. 

Food Stamps . Given the wages and AFDC benefit, 
the food stamp benefit is calculated using the 
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July 1980 and 1984 food stamp parameters. The 
shelter deduction is always assumed to be one-half 
of the maximum. If child care expenses are assumed, 
these are added to the shelter deductions and capped 
at the maximum deduction allowed. The table below 
further illustrates the assumptions made in calcu- 
lating food stamp benefits: 

Table 1 



1980 



1984 



Fam 1 ly >ami 1 y Fam i 1 y Fam i 1 y 





of 3 


of 4 


of 3 


of 4 


July 

allotirent 


$165 


$209 


$199 


$253 


Standard 
deduct ion 


$75 


$75 


$89 


$89 


Work 


.20 of 


.20 of 


.20 of 


.20 of 


expenses 


wages 


wages 


wages 


wages 


Shelter 
deduct ion* 


$45 


$45 


$62,50 


$62.50 


Count abl e 










inc. 1 imi t 


$520 


$621 


$705 


$825 


Gross 










i nc . limit 


None 


None 


$917 


$1073 



* One-'h^lf of maximunn 

E arned income tax credi t. The EITC is included 
for AFDC families with adju'sted gross income and 
earned income below $10,000 annually. The credit 
equals 10 percent of the first $5,000 in earnings; 
it iX\ay not exceed $500 per family. 



Federa 1 i ncome taxes 



of household tax 
and three exemptions, 
included when child care 
complete discussion of Federal 
between 1980 and 1984 appears 



These are the basic head 

rates with a standard deduction 
The day care credit is 

expenses are assumed , A 
income tax changes 
in Chapter jll. 



Fed era 1 payt o 1 1 t a x e s , Only FICA is included. 
For 19ftO, tKe tax ^7s"*"6 , T3 percent of wages. For 
19B4; this rises to 6.7 percent. 
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Child care expenses ^ In 1980, the study 
assumes day care expenses of 20 percent of wages to 
a maximum of $1200 annually. In 1984 the ceiling 
is adjusted according to the consumer price index 
which raises the maximum to $1515 per year. 

The study does not incorporate any other 
sources of income or expense although it is 
possible that this family could have other income 
sources. The value of health care benefits — in 
the form of Medicaid or private health insurance — 
has not been included. The focus of this research 
has been to look at basic income needs; health 
benefits have been omitted because they are not a 
source of cash income. In many cases medicaid 
benefits were terminated when AFDC eligibility 
terminated. This means that the impact of lost 
AFDC benefits is understated. In addition, the 
official poverty rate does not include health care 
benefits, making it difficult to compare disposable 
Income to the poverty level. Housing benefits also 
have not been included, since only a small per- 
centage of AFDC recipients actually receive these 
benefits . 

A low-income energy assistance grant has not 
been assumed. There are several reasons for this. 
First, reliable data on the number of AFDC families 
who receive this benefit and the amount received 
were not available. Second, energy benefits are 
not a regular part of monthly income for most 
families and few States pay energy assistance 
benefits in the study month of July. However, 
since energy assistance benefits appear to have 
declined in many States between 1980 and 1984, this 
omission probably means that income losses 
experienced by the AFDC families in this study are 
somewhat understated. 

However, several states in 1984 (Maryland, New 
York, Oregon, Rhode Island and Washington) have 
designated a portion of their AFDC grant as energy 
assistance and this is disregarded in calculating 
the food stamp benefit. This does not affect the 
family's eligibility for more energy assistance 
and the primary effect is to increase food stamp 
benefits. This energy disregard was modeled when 
food stamp benefits were calculated. 
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It should be noted that expenditures for State 
and local taxes have not been included. This too 
will contribute to an underestimate of income 
losses; many States increased taxes during the year 
to offset lost Federal revenues. In addition^ 
current information on State and local tax rates 
was not available nor were reliable projections on 
future State and local taxes. Finally^ Alaska and 
Hawaii have been omitted from the study because 
the official poverty rates for these States are 
different from and significantly higher than those 
used in other States. 
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III. REVIEW OP LEGISLATIVE CHANGES AFFECTING 
LOW INCOME FAMILIES 



AFDC 

In 1981, the Omnibus Budget Reconciliation 
• Act (OBRA) made significant changes in the AFDC 

program. The Tax Equity and Fiscal Responsibility 
Act (TEFRA) of 1982 also included AFDC changes, 
although these amendments were far less 
comprehensive. By 1984, the new AFDC policies 
established by these la*»8 — most notably by OBRA 
— . had sharply restricted the AFDC eligibility of 
families with earnings. 

In 1980, prior to these legislative changes, 
families applying for AFDC were reimbursed for all 
reasonable work-related expenses, including day 
care and transportation. OBRA restricted this 
reimbursement, limiting day care costs to $160 per 
month for each child and work expenses to $75 
monthly, less for part-time workers. 

More importantly, the earned income disregards 
— which were designed to encourage families to 
work rather than rely on welfare — were cut back 
by OBRA. Prior to 1981, these disregards ($30 plus 
one-third of remaining earnings is deducted before 
benefits are calculated) continued until the family 
earned its way off AFDC. OBRA restricted the 
disregards to the first four months of work and 
applied them to net income after work and child 
care expenses were subtracted. OBRA also created a 
gross income limit for the first time of 150 
percent of the State standard of need. 

The result of these changes has been that fewer 
working families remain eligibile for AFDC under 
the policies in effect in 1984, even though their 
wages or disposable income may fall well below the 
poverty line. The U.S. General Accounting Office 
estimates that some 493,000 families, including 
nearly 1 million children, lost AFDC and Medicaid 
eligibility due to the 1981 OBRA cuts. 

(18) 
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FOOD STAMPS 

Beginning in 1981 changes were also made to 
the food stamp program* In all. Congress acted 
three times to hold down costs of the food stamp 
program and revise administrative rules: the 
Omnibus Budget Reconciliation Act of 1981; the 
Agriculture and Pood Act of 1981; and the Omnibus 
Budget Reconciliation Act of 1982. 

In addition to numerous changes in 
administrative rules and actions aimed at reducing 
fraud, the cost-savings measures consisted 
primarily of: 

o Delaying various inflation indexing 
adjustments that would have increased 
benefits (for example, no benefit indexing 
occurred in FY 82) ; 

o Reducing the maximum benefit guarantee to 
99 percent (rather than 100 percent) of the 
cost of purchasing food under the 
Agriculture Department's Thrifty Pood Plan, 
thereby slightly reducing benefits to all 
recipients; 

o Placing a gross income eligibility ceiling 
of 130 percent of the Federal poverty level 
on all households except those with elderly 
or disabled members; 

o Reducing benefits slightly for those with 
earned income by counting more of their 
income; and 

o Reducing benefits based on estimated 
household shelter expenses for some 
recipients. 
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TAXES 

Throughout the 1960s and 1970s, Congress enacted 
several bills designed to reduce or eliminate the 
federal income tax burdens of low income households. 
The primary mechanisms used to accomplish these 
goals were the personal exemption, the standard 
deduction {now called the zero bracket amount), and 
the earned income tax credit in 1976, a tax credit 
to help offset the child care costs of working 
parents was created. 

In 1981, reductions were made in all marginal 
tax rates, to be phased in between 1981 and 1984, 
and provided that certain provisions of the tax code 
be indexed starting in years after 1984. However, 
no changes were made in the personal exemption, the 
standard deduction, or the earned income tax credit; 
hence, since 1980 these measures have not kept up 
with inflation. 

Personal exemption . The personal exemption is the 
principal provision of the law that distinguishes 
among tax burdens by family size. The exemption is 
subtracted from gross income to determine taxable 
income; each taxpayer receives one exemption plus 
an additional exemption for each dependent. Since 1978, 
the exemption has been set at $1000. Between 1980 
and 1984, the value of the exemption in real dollars 
dropped by 21.1 percent. After 1984 the exemption 
is scheduled to be indexed for inflation. 

Zero bracket amount (Standard deduction) > 
Taxpayers pay zero taxes on incomes less than the 
zero bracket amount. Married couples filing jointly 
pay zero taxes on their first $3400 of income; 
unmarried heads of households pay zero taxes on 
their first $2300 of income. 

For taxpayers not eligible tot the earned 
income tax credit or child care expense credit, the 
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personal exemption and standard deduction together 
determine the level of Income at which they start 
paying Federal income taxes (also called the tax 
entry point)* For example, for a single mother 
with 1 child who is not eligible for the earner) 
income tax credit, the tax entry point is $4300 
($2300 ZBA plus 2 exemptions worth $1000 each). 
Like the personal exemption, the zero bracket 
amount has lost 21% of its real value since 1980. 
It is scheduled to be indexed for inflation after 
1984. 

Earned income tax credit . The earned income 
tax credit was enacted in 1975 in order to provide 
tax relief to low income working taxpayers with 
children. Because it is a credit, it is subtracted 
from tax liability, rather than from taxable income. 
Unlike roost other credits, it is refundable ; that 
is, it can be paid in cash to taxpayers who have no 
tax liability. Because the earned income tax 
credit is refundable, some of the taxpayers shown 
in tables throughout this chapter have a negative 
tax liability. 

The earned Income tax credit equals 10% of 
earned income up to the first $5000 of income. It 
is reduced increm^fA:ally as incomes rise above this 
point and is phased out altogether for earnings of 
$10,000 or more. Unlike the zero bracket amount 
and the personal deduction the earned income tax 
credit is not scheduled to be indexed for inflation 
after 1980. 

Child care tax credi t. Unlike the earned income 
credit, the child and dependent care credit is not 
restricted to lower income families. The credit is 
available to families with children under the age 
of 15, or certain other dependents. It may be 
claimed by married couples for dependent care costs 
when both spouses work full time (or when one works 
part time or is a student). It may also be claimed 
by working parents who are single, or divorced or 
separated • 

In 1980, the available credit for child care was 
equal to 20% of costs incurred, up to $2000 in costs 
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for one dependent, and $4000 in costs for two 

dependents. Thus, the maxi'nuin credit available 

that year was $400 for one dependent, and $800 for 
two dependents* 

Under the Economic Recovery Tax Act of 1981 
(ERTA) the credit was increased to 30 percent for 
taxpayers with incomes of $10,000 or less. The 
credit is reduced by one percentage point for each 
$2000 of income in excess of $10,000 until it 
reaches a minimum of 20 percent at incomes in 
excess of $28,000. ERTA also raised the limits of 
eligible expenditures to $2400 for one dependent, 
and $4800 for two or more deperf&ents. Thus, the 
maximum credit available for one dependent is $720 
for parents with $10,000 or less of taxable income, 
and $480 for parents with more than $28,000 of 
taxable income. 

Marginal income tax rates . In 1981, a 10 per- 
cent "reducFTon^nrTHen^ tax rate on each 
bracket was enacted. The rate reductions were 
phased in%)ver a period of three years. For low 
income earners, reductions in the marginal rate 
were not enough to offset increases in their real 
tax burdens caused by the declining value of the 
personal exemption, the zero bracket amount, and 
the earned income credit. 

F ederal Payroll Taxes . Earners owe Federal 
payroll taxes (known as PICA, or Federal Insurance 
Contributions Act) at the statutory rate on all 
earned income up to some wage ceiling. There are 
no deductions or exemptions setting a minimum level 
of earnings before taxes are owed. In 1980, the 
federal payroll tax rate equalled 6.13 percent on 
earned income up to $25,900. In 1984, the effective 
rate equalled 6.7 percent on earned income up to 
$37,800. For low income wage earners this change 
represents a 9.3 percent increase in their real 
payroll tax burden. 



IV. BETWEEN 1980 AND 1984, WHAT HAS HAPPENED 
TO FAMILIES WITH WAGES THAT ARE BELOW OR 
NEAR THE POVERTY LEVEL? 

This chapter compares the 1980 and 1984 
experiences of families with earned income set at 
various percentages of poverty, ranging from no 
earnings to wages equal to 125 percent of poverty. 
First, case studies of families earning 75 and 100 
percent of poverty are presented. This is followed 
by a discussion of the national trends, given these 
wage levels, and the influence of spending cuts and 
tax policies on these families. 



CASE STUDIES; AFDC FAMILIES IN ARKANSAS, ILLINOIS 
AND MICHIGAN — ~ . 

These case studies highlight the experience of 
an AFDC family in three States which reflect the 
range of AFDC payment levels that exist across the 
country • Tue Arkansas case is a mother and two 
children in a State which pays below average AFDC 
benefits. Such States are most commonly located in 
the south and southwest. Illinois represents the 
average State because the AFDC benefit in Illinois 
is roughly equivalent to the median benefit level 
for all States. Michigan is one of the higher 
benefics States, most commonly located in the north 
and northwest. In addition, each of the States 
serving as examples calculates AFDC benefits in a 
fairly straight forward manner; in a number of 
other States, benefits are determined using 
procedures which are unique to that State, making 
it difficult to compare to other States. 

A snapshot view of two types of families which 
might live in Arkansas, Illinois or Michigan is 
presented below. The first family consists of a 
working mother and two children who earns wages 
equal to 75 percent of the poverty level in 1980. 
The second family is similar to the first but earns 
wages equivalent to the poverty level. How are 
their circumstances different four years later? 

(IS) 
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fhn Arkansas Families 

The table below summarizes the sources of 
income for the Arkansas family with wages at 75 
percent of poverty: 



ARKANSAS 
MA6CS 
AFDC 

FOOD STAMPS 
CITC 

FIOCRAL INCOHC TAXCS 
riDERAL PAYROLL TAXCS 
0ISPOSA8LI XNCOMC 
OISPOSABLE XNC0Hi(19M 



19S0 


1904 


CHANOC 


X CHANOC 




4t1B 


1S11 


24.7 


0 


0 


0 


0.0 


1»S 


1404 


149 


IS. 7 


490 


47S 


•17 


-1.5 


0 


101 


101 


0.0 


101 


414 


114 


SO. 5 




7B74 


f<47 


19-7 


aoti 


7574 


-445 


-5.4 



In 1980, the mother was earning nearly $5,000 
annually, supplemented by food stamps and a modest 
earned income tax credit* In Arkansas, given the 
low level of APDC benefits^ the family was ineligible 
for AFDC and probably recc ed no Medicaid benefits. 
The family's disposable in ?Aie, after deductions for 
Federal payroll and income taxes totaled $6,329 per 
year. 

in 1984, as the second column in the table above 
illustrates, if family wages stay at 75 percent of 
poverty, this working mother in Arkansas increased 
her earnings by 26.7 percent. The family would 
continue to be ineligible for APDC. Although food 
stamp benefits would increase slightly over the 
1980 level, a declining earned income tax credit, 
and significantly higher Federal taxes would 
produce a real (inflation adjusted) decline in 
disposable income for this family of 5^6 percent. 
Stated differently, wages grew by $1,311 but real 
disposable income dropped by $445. 

The family with earnings equal to the poverty 
level is no better off in Arkansas as the following 
table i II us t rates : 



ARKANSAS 
HAGCS 
AfOC 

rOOO STAHPS 
CXTC 

FEDCPAL INCOHC TAXES 
FEDERAL PAYROLL TAXES 
OISPOSABIE INCOHC 
DISPOSABLE ZNCOHEH^e^ %) 



1^ 


1964 


CHAN6C 


CHAJ 




6297 


1746 


24.7 


0 


0 


0 


0,0 


64S 


695 


52 


4.2 




214 


-214 


-50.5 


17S 


117 


164 


44.5 


401 


555 


154 


36.5 


7240 


B50S 


126^ 


17.4 


f175 


650S 


-472 


-7.3 
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Like the family at 75 percent of poverty, this 
working mother also increased her earnings by over 
26 percent in 1984 and, after accounting for the 
increased taxes and lower EITC which come with this 
higher earnings level, the family would, in real 
terms, have 7.3 percent less in disposable income. 

/ 

t 

The Illinois Families 

In 1980, the Illinois family with wages equal to 
75 percent of poverty was able to supplement their 
earnings with a small AFDC check which brought with 
it Medicaid eligibility. 

ILLINOIS 1W0 1M4 CHANGE X CHANCC 

MA6ES **0* *21S 1311 2*. 7 

AfOC M» 0 -W -100.0 

FOOD STAMPS »6« 1*0* *»0 



IITC 



490 475 -17 -J. 5 



FEDERAL INCOME TAXES 0 101 101 0.0 

FEOERAL PAYROLL TAXES 501 41* 11* 58.5 

DISPOSABLE INCOME *M1 757* *2* t.O 

DISPOSABLE INC0I1EI1964 880» 7S7* -1234 -14.0 



By 1984, these earnings were assumed to have 
increased by more than 26 percent so that the 
family could remain at the poverty level. 
Higher earnings make the family ineligible for AFDC 
and categorical Medicaid coverage. The food stamp 
benefit is 45 percent larger in 1984, partially 
offsetting the loss of AFDC. However, like the 
Arkansas fanily, increasing taxes offset nearly all 
of the earned income tax credit. Given the loss of 
AFDC and the inability of food stamps to make up 
the difference, the 1984 family with earnings at 75 
percent of poverty had 14 percent less real dis- 
posable income than the same family would have had 
in 1980. Although earnings grew by $1,311 over the 
1980 level, real disposable income is $1,234 less. 

The Illinois family at 100 percent of the 
poverty level has a similar experience, although 
disposable income — assuming wages equal to the 
poverty level in both years — drops only 8.7 
percent in real terms in 1984. 
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XUXNOXS 
NAGCS 
AFK 

rOOO STAMPS 
CXTC 

FCDCKAL imam taxes 

FEDERAL PAYHOtL TAXES 
DXSPOSASLE XNCOME 
0XSPO5ABLE XNCOMEM^ %l 



1^ 


1964 


CHANGE 


X CHANOC 


455t 


8267 


17M 


24.7 


UO 


0 


-UO 


-100.0 


m 


69S 


100 


12.4 




tH 




-50.5 


175 


SS7 


164 


94.5 




S5S 


154 


36.5 


nsz 


650S 


11S1 


15.7 


ma 


650S 


-614 


-6.7 



The Michigan Families 

The nearly $5,000 in earnings that the Michigan 
family with wages at 75 percent of poverty earned 
were supplemented, in 1980, by nearly $3,500 In AFDC 
benefits, food stamps and the earned income tax 
credit. To stay even in 1984, wages increased by 
26.7 percent. This eliminated AFDC eligibility. 
Although food stamp benefits increase significantly 
for the 1984 family, combined AFDC and food stamp 
benefits for this family are half the 1984 level 
and real disposable income for the family with 
wages at 75 percent of the poverty level dropped by 
26.2 percent in real terms. 



HICKlGANfHAYNEl 
NAGES 
AFDC 

FOOD STAHPS 
IXTC 

FEDERAL XNCQHC TAXES 
FEDERAL PAYROLL TAXE^ 
DISP0SA6LE XNCOME 
DISPOSABLE XNC0HEM964 %\ 



I960 


1964 


CHANGE 


X CHAI 


4904 


4215 


1S11 


26.7 


25SS 


0 


-253S 


-100.0 


475 


1404 


929 


195.4 


490 


47S 


-17 


-5.5 


0 


101 


101 


0.0 


SOI 


414 


114 


S6.f 


6102 


7574 


-524 




10266 


7574 


-2692 


-26.2 



The family with wages equaling the poverty level 
can tell the same story. Wages must dramatically 
increase, the family loses AFDC, and food stamps 
makes up part of the difference. Although disposa- 
ble income appears to remain the same when 1980 
and 1984 are compared, real disposable income for 
the family earning poverty level wages is down 
21.1 percent. 
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HZCNZGANlKArNEI 
MAQCS 
AFOC 

FOOO STAMPS 

ezTC 

FEOfRAL INCOME TAXCS 
FCOfRAL PAYIK)LL TAXCS 
DISPOSABLE INCOME 
DISPOSABLE INCONEMfM $1 



I960 

1B04 
SD1 

17S 
4D1 
B5DS 
10774 



BfS 

2H 
117 
S5S 
B50S 
B50S 



1^ 
0287 



0 



CHANOC / CHANBC 

17M 24.7 
-1604 -100.0 



S9S m.9 

-219 -60*5 

164 94. S 

154 S6.5 

0 0.0 

-2275 -21.1 



In 1980, even when the wages of a family equal 
only 75 percent of the poverty level, the family 
could not be assured that APDC and food stamps 
would be available to supplement family income. In 
low benefit States, like Arkansas, a family with 
earnings at 75 percent of poverty did not qualify 
for AFDC in 1980 and continues to be ineligible in 
1984, despite a substantial drop in real disposable 
income* The same is true of the family at the 
poverty level in Arkansas. 

In medium and high AFDC benefit States, like 
Illinois and Michigan, AFDC supplemented wages at 
or below the poverty level in 1980 but, by 1984, 
families with earnings at 75 or 100 percent of 
poverty were not eligible for AFDC in either of 
these States. 

Appendices F and H include tables, similar to 
those presented above, for the 48 States and the 
District of Columbia which show wages equal to 75 
or 100 percent of poverty, other income sources and 
taxes for 1980 and 1984. 
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SOMMARY OF STATE AHALTSBS 

In this section, the sxpsrience of three and 
four person households across the country are 
summarized with the impact of tax and spending 
policies highlighted. 

The Family of Three 

o Spending Policies 

Families of three with wages between 50 and 75 
percent of poverty experience the largest 
disposable income loss between 1980 and 1984 (among 
families without child care expenses): 

Table 1 

Summary Table of Disposable Income, 
Disposable Income as a Percent of Poverty, 

and Changes in Real Incomes for 
a Family of 3 with Wages Equal to Various 
Percents of Poverty 



Wages as a 
% of Poverty 



1980 (1984 $) 
Income % Pov. 



1984 
Income t 



Pov. 



% 

Change 



0 Wages 



$6094 



73.5 $5608 



67.7 



-8.0 



Wages at 

50% of 
poverty 



$8006 



96.6 $6684 



80.7 



-16.5 



Wages at 

75% of 
poverty 



$8945 107.9 $7646 



92.3 



-14.5 



Wages at 
100% of 
poverty 



$9665 116.6 $8508 102.7 -12.0 



Wages at 
125% of 
poverty 



$10312 124.4 $9447 114.0 



■8.4 



Disposable income of families with earnings at 
50 percent of poverty dropped 16.5 percent. In 
1980, families earning 75 percent of poverty 
received supplemental AFDC benefits which brought 
their d.spoaable income over the poverty level. By 
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1984, their disposable income declined by 14.5 
percent and, without AFDC supplementing wages in 
many States, average income over all States fell 
below poverty. 

There are four possible explanations for this 
drop in disposable income: (1) AFDC benefits did 
not keep pace with inflation so the purchasing 
power of this income source declined; (2) the 
earned income disregard changes made families with 
even fairly low earnings ineligible for AFDC; (3) 
the food stamp reductions, which occurred at the 
same time as the AFDC cuts, contributed to the drop 
in disposable income; and (4) Federal taxes 
consumed an increasing portion of the family's 
income. The first of the four possible explanations 
is the result of State policy; the remainder are 
produced by Federal policy decisions. Table 2 
identifies the portion of the overall reduction in 
disposable income that is due to Federal policies. 

If lagging AFDC and food stamp benefit levels 
are to blame, then assuming that AFDC payments were 
adjusted for inflation would identify the degree to 
which AFDC or food stamp benefit levels are respon 
responsible for the disposable income drop# The 
following table compares changes in disposable 
income with actual AFDC benefit levels to 
disposable income losses when AFDC is assumed to 
have kept pace with inflation: 

Table 2 

Changes in Disposable Income 1980-84 

With Actual With AFDC 

AFDC Benefit Levels 

Benefit Levels in Real Terms 



Wages at 0% 

of poverty -8.0 

wages at 50% 

of poverty -16 • 5 

Wages at 75% 

of poverty -14.5 

Wages at 100% 

of poverty -12.0 

Wages at 125% 

of poverty -8.4 



-2.0 
-13.6 
-14.2 
-12.0 

-8.4 
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The first column is the actual APDC benefit 
levels. The second column is the loss in dis- 
posable income produced by Federal policies. 

Declining APDC benefit levels appear to be 
responsible for three-quarters of the drop in 
disposable income for families with no earned 
income. The remainder of the income loss for 
these families is because food stamp benefits have 
not been fully adjusted for inflation. For 
families with earnings, however, the decline in the 
purchasing power of AFDC benefits appears to be 
less important. 

A more significant influence would seem to be 
the Federal budget cuts which produced a dramatic 
decline in the number of States that extend AFDC 
benefits to working families at or near the poverty 
line. As noted earlier, the 1981 OBRA budget cuts 
were targeted to AFDC recipients with earnings who, 
it was assumed, were unnecessarily receiving an 
AFDC supplement. In the absence of this extra 
benefit, supporters of the cuts argued, families 
would earn more or work longer hours to compensate 
for the income loss. 

As table 3 illustrates, the effect of these 
budget reductions has been to eliminate AFDC 
support for families with earnings well below the 
poverty line, raising questions about the adequacy 
of our nation's social safety net. 

Table 3 

Summary Table of the Number of States 
Paying AFDC Benefits to Families of 3 
at Various Wage Levels 



Wages 
0% of 
Pov . 



Wages Wages Wages Wages 
50% of 75%of 100% of 125% of 
Pov. Pov. Pov. Pov. 



States 
paying 
AFDC 
in 1980 



49 



46 



37 



27 



17 



States 
paying 
AFDC 
in 1984 



49 



24 



All States met th«» needs of families with no 
other source of income in 1980 and continue to do 
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so in 1984. However, the eligibility of families 
with earnings between 50 and 75 percent of poverty 
is sharply curtailed in 1984. Only 24 States pay 
AFDC to families earning 50 percent of the poverty 
level in 1984 although 46 States did so prior to 
the 1981 budget cuts. Even more notable is the 
fact that by 1984, only 6 States would extend AFDC 
to a family of 3 earning 75 percent of poverty. 

Families with child care expenses experienced 
an even larger decline in disposable income, as 
table 4 shows: 



Table 4 

Changes in Disposable Income 1980-84 
for Families with and Without Child Care Expenses 

% Change in % Change in 
Disposable Income Disposable Income 
without child with child care 
care expenses expenses 



Wages at 

50% of -16,5 "18.7 

poverty 

Wages at 

75% of -14.5 -20.3 

poverty 

Wages at 

100% of -12.0 -17.5 

poverty 

Wages at 

125% of -8.4 -11.8 

poverty 

Three-person families with wages ranging 
between 50 and 100 percent of poverty show a 
disposable income loss of over 20 percent by 1984 
if they also had child care expenses, illustrating 
the effect of the OBRA revisions on day care 
reimbursement. In 1980, when the family was 
receiving AFDC, day care expenses were reimbursed 
dollar for dollar by increased AFDC benefits. In 
1984, when the family was no longer eligible for 
AFDC, this important reimbursement was eliminated. 
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o Tax Burdens 

The real disposable income of families with 
earnings declined in most States, in part because 
the real Federal tax burden of a family of three 
rose at every income level. This is illustrated 
in Table 1# which shows total Federal taxes, 
Federal income taxes, the earned income tax credit, 
and payroll taxes for a three person household 
comprised of a single parent and two dependent 
children with earnings equal to the poverty level, 
and to 50 percent, 75 percent, and 125 percent 
poverty, in 1980 and 1984. 

It can be seen from Table 5 that total Federal 
taxes for the family with earnings at the poverty 
level rose by a total of $499 in 1984 dollars, 
nearly a threefold increase in real terms. The 
federal tax burden of the family with earnings 
at 125 percent of the poverty level showed a real 
increase of 48 percent, or $421 in 1984 dollars. 

In 1980, the family with earnings at 75 percent 
of the poverty level showed a negative income tax 
burden, because refundable tax credits in both 
years exceeded its total tax liability. This 
negative tax burden represented a net cash 
transfer to this family of $239 in 1984 dollars. 
In 1984, this family's total tax burden rose to 
a positive $44, resulting in an effective tax 
increase of $284 in 1984 dollars. 

The family with income at 50 percent of the 
poverty level had negative total tax burden in 
both 1980 and 1984, but the effective transfer 
was reduced between these two years by $25 in 1984 
dollars. 

Table 5 shows that taxes increased for a 
family at every selected income level primarily 
because, with only one exception, the real 
income tax burden of each family rose, while 
the real value of the earned income tax credit 
fell. The 9.3 percent real increases in payroll 
taxes for the most part contributed only modestly 
to the increase in total Federal tax burdens of 
these families* 
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TABLE 5 

E\ederal Tax Burden for Single Parent Family of Three 
With Earnings Equal to Selected Percentages of Poverty Line 

Earned Inccme Tax Credit* 



Earnings 


1980 


19b0 


1984 


Increase 






in 1984 




in 1984 






Dollars 




Dollars 


50% of Poverty 


-32- 


-414 


-414 


0 


75% of Poverty 


-490 


-621 


-473 


148 


100% of Poverty 


-433 


-548 


-214 


334 


125% of Poverty 


-228 


-289 


0 


289 


Incone Tax (Before Earned Income Credit) 


Earnings 


1980 


1980 


1984 


Increase 






in 1984 




in 1984 






Dollars 




Dollars 


50% of Poverty 


0 


0 


0 


0 


75% of Poverty 


0 


0 


101 


101 


100% of Poverty 


173 


219 


337 


118 


125% of Poverty 


418 


530 


603 


73 






Payroll Tax 




Earnings 


1980 


1980 


1984 


Increase 






in 1984 




in 1984 






Dollars 




Dollars 


50% of poverty 


200 


253 


278 


25 


75% of Poverty 


301 


381 


416 


35 


100% of Poverty 


401 


508 


555 


47 


125% of Poverty 


501 


635 


694 


59 




Total 


Federal Tax Burden 


Earnings 


1980 


1980 


1984 


Increase 






in 1984 




in 1984 






Dollars 




Dollars 


50% of Poverty 


-127 


-161 


-136 


25 


75% of Poverty 


-189 


-239 


44 


284 


100% of Poverty 


141 


179 


678 


499 


125% of Poverty 


691 


876 


1,297 


421 



♦Minus sign indicates that family is refuncJed income tax 
credit equal to this amount. Total federal tax burden is 
negative when refundable credit exceeds other taxes. 
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These results are explained by the Federal 
tax policy in effect in recent years, described 
earlier. Between 1980 and 1984, while the price 
level rose by approximately 27 percent, the nominal 
values of the personal exemption, the standard 
deduction (or zero bracket amount) and the earned 
income tax credit were not changed. The erosion in 
the real values of these measures more than offset 
decreases in marginal tax rates of the families we 
examine ; hence the real income tax burden after 
credits rose at every every income level. 

The family of three at the poverty level experi- 
enced a 53.8 percent increase in its federal income 
tax, a rise of $118 in 1984 dollars. At the same 
time, the earned income tax credit available 
to this family dropped by 61 percent in real terms, 
or $334 in 1984 dollars, while its Federal 
payroll tax burden rose by $47 in 1984 dollars. 
As a result, while in 1980 the earned income 
credit of this family slightly exceeded its payroll 
tax, by 1984 its earned income credit had fallen to 
39 percent of its payroll tax burden. 

The family at 125 percent of poverty experienced 
a 13.8 percent real increase in Federal income 
taxes, or $79 in 1984 dollars. At the same 
time this family lost its entire earned income 
tax credit of $289 in 1984 dollars. It also 
experienced a real increase in payroll taxes of 
$47. 

The income of the family at 75 percent of poverty 
by 1984 rose above the zero bracket amount, resulting 
in an income tax before credits of $101. The 
earned income tax credit of this family fell by 
$148 in 1984 dollars, and its payroll tax increased 
by $35. In 1980, the earned i ncome tax credit 
exceeded the payroll tax burden by 63 percent; in 
1984^ only by 13 percent. 

The family with earnings equal to 50 percent 
of the poverty level continued to have zero income 
tax liability before credits, and the value of its 
earned income tdx credit stayed the same in both 
years. Its entire modest tax increase was due to 
social security taxes. 
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Table 6 shows similar results among families 
of three comprised of a single parent and two 
children when child care costs are incurred^ Tax 
burdens for these families are lower than for those 
families without child care expenses because thp 
child care tax credit is available. The increases 
in their tax burdens are also generally smaller, 
because the value of the dependent care credit was 
increased in 1981, and so partially offset other 
factors tending to increase real tax burdens. In 
fact, for the family with earnings at 125 percent 
of the poverty level, income taxes declined slightly 
in real terms because of the dependent care credit. 
This decline was more than offset by increases in 
the family's payroll tax, and the fall in the value 
of the earned income credit. 

The total tax burden of families at the 
poverty level rose from a negative $41 burden 
in 1984 dollars to a positive $341, an increase 
of $382. The tax burden of families at 125 percent 
of poverty rose by 50 percent, from $571 in 1984 
dollars to $858. 
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TABLE 6 

Federal Tax Burden of Single Parent Family of Three 
With Earnings Equal to Selected Percentages of Poverty Line 
When Child Care Expenses are Incurred 

Earned Inccroe Tax Credit* 



Earnings 


1980 


1980 


1984 


Increase 




in 1984 




in 1984 






Dollars 




Dollars 


50% of Poverty 


-327 


-414 


-414 


0 


75% of Poverty 


-490 


-621 


-473 


148 


^ no^t nf Povertv 


-433 


-548 


-214 


334 


125% of Poverty 


-228 


-289 


0 


289 


Income Tax 


(Before Earned Inccne Credit) 


Earnings 


1980 


1980 


1984 


Increase 




in 1984 




in 1984 






Dollars 




Dollars 


50% of Poverty 


0 


0 


0 


0 


75% of Poverty 


0 


0 


0 


0 


LUU9 ot ruvBi ty 


0 


0 


0 


0 


125% of Poverty 


178 


225 


164 


-61 






Payroll Tax 




— 

Earnings 


1980 


1980 


1984 


Increase 




in 1984 




in 1984 






Dollars 




Dollars 


50% of Poverty 


200 


253 


278 


25 


75% of Poverty 


301 


381 


416 


36 


100% of Poverty 


401 


508 


555 


47 


125% of Poverty 


501 


635 


694 


59 




Total Federal Tax Burden 


Earnirx s 


1980 


1980 


1984 


Increase 




in 1984 




in 1984 






Dollars 




Dollars 


50% of Poverty 


-127 


-161 


-136 


25 


75% of Poverty 


-189 


-239 


-57 


182 


100% of Poverty 


-32 


-41 


341 


382 


125% of Poverty 


451 


571 


858 


287 



*Minus sign indicates that family is refunded inccroe tax 
credit equal to this anount. Total federal tax burde. is 
negative when refundable credit exceeds other taxes. 
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The Family of Four 

o Spending Policies 

As can be seen in the following tables, the 
experience of four person families is similar to 
that of three person families. Table 7 is a 
summary of State-by-State calculations of AFDC, 
food stamps. Federal taxes and disposable income 
for a mother and three children without day care 
expenses* When wages are equal to zero, disposable 
income is the combination of AFDC plus food stamps. 
In the average State, these benefits declined 
between July 1980 and July 1984 by $51 per month 
($609 annually). This is a percentage decrease of 
8.3 percent. Roughly one-quarter of the decline 
is the result of changes in Federal food stamp 
policy and the remainder is due to the fact that on 
average AFDC benefit levels did not keep pace with 
inflation. As a result, the benefit with zero 
wages declined from 69 percent of poverty to 
63.2 percent of the poverty threshold. 

If wages are equal to 50 percent o£ poverty in 
both 1980 and 1984 (and assuming wages grow by 
prices), average disposable income declines from 
$9,719 to $8,112 or a decline of $1,607. This is a 
16.5 percentage decrease. The primary reason for 
this decrease is the change in the earnings dis- 
regard provisions of AFDC law. As a result, the 
number of states which supplement wages with AFDC 
when wages are equal to 50 percent of poverty 
declined from 46 to 20. When wages are equal to 75 
percent of poverty, the number of states wh ich 
supplemented wages with AFDC declined from 34 in 
1980 to 5 in 1984. 

At 125 percent of poverty, disposable income 
declined by 7.2 percent. This was primarily due to 
the change in Federal tax policy which is discussed 
below. In 1980, 13 States supplemented wages at 125 
percent of poverty. In 1984, no States supplemented 
wages above the poverty level. 

Table 8 presents a similar analysis for a mother 
and three children but in these examples child care 
expenses were needed for the single parent to work. 
These expenses were assumed to be 20 percent of wages 
up to a maximum of $100 per month in 1980 and $126 in 
1984. The percentage declines in income are greater 
than the case without day care expenses primarily 



t» o i^le 7 

sutAsy OP mTB-BY-sn^TE noLysis oe aeoc disposable income calcuiations 

FOR A MOTHER WITH THREE CHILDREN WITHOUT DAY CARE EXPENSES 



Level (Ab A Percent of Poverty Threshold) 

SOI 75% 100% 125% 

' ■ " ■ ' ' ■' ■ 



1984 $ Equivalent 0 5,313 7,970 . 10,626 13,i83 

Average Di^osable Incxme 



1980 (1984 $) 


7,329 


9,719 


10,778 


11,466 


12,394 


1984 


6,720 


8,112 


9,163 


10,381 


11,500 


Change (1984-1980) 


-609 


-1,607 


-1,615 


-1,085 


-894 


Percentage Change 


-8.3 


-16.5 


-15.0 


-9.5 


-7.2 


1980 % of Poverty 


69.0 


91.5 


101.4 


107.9 


116.6 


1984 % of Poverty 


63.2 


76.3 


86.2 


97.7 


108.2 



manber of States Which Suppleroent 
Wages With AEPC 

1980 NA 46 34 26 13 

1984 NA 20 5 0 0 

NA: Not applicable 
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Thble 8 

SltfARY OF STATE-B^-STATB ANALYSIS OF AFDC AND DISPOSABLE IMCX)ME CALCULATICMS 
FOR A MOTHER WITH THREE CHIU3REN WITH DAY CARE EXPENSES 



WtKte Level (As A Percent of Poverty Threshold 

0 50% 75% 100% 125% 

-i ^ 



1984 $ Equivalent 0 5,313 7,970 10,626 13,283 

Average Dinposable Incxm 



1980 (1984 $) 


7,329 


9,574 


10,322 


11,005 


11,732 


1984 


6,720 


7,670 


8,229 


9,541 


10,409 


Change (1984>1980) 


-609 


-1,904 


-2,093 


-1,464 


-1,323 


Percentage Change 


-8.3 


-19.9 


-20.3 


-13.3 


-11.3 


1980 % of Poverty 


69.0 


90.1 


97.1 


103.6 


110.4 


1984 % of Poverty 


63.2 


72.2 


77.4 


89.8 


98.0 



Number of States Which Supplanent 
Wages With NBpC 

1980 ttti 47 46 36 26 

1984 Nl^ 31 10 1 0 



MA: Not applicable ^tp ^' 
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because child care expenses are no longer treated 
as generously within the AFDC program. For example, 
for a family with wages equal to 75 percent of 
poverty disposable income declined from $10,322 
(in 1984 dollars) to $8,229 in 1984. This implies 
that single parents with three children and modest 
day care expenses had a loss of income of almost 
$175 per month or 19.9 percent. The number of 
states which supplemented wages with AFDC declined 
from 46 to 10 and with wages equal to 100 percent 
of poverty the number of states which supplemented 
declined from 36 to 1. 

Table 9 describes the impact of changes in Fed- 
eral and State policy upon two parent families' with 
two children. The first column indicates that the 
average change in food stamp and AFDC benefit 
levels was a decline of $551 annually or a 9.7 
percent decrease. The average State provided food 
stamp and AFDC benefits (when there are no wages or 
other benefits) equal to 53.5 percent of poverty in 
1980 and 48.3 percent in 1984. Of the 49 
jurisdictions included within the study, 25 
provided AFDC benefits to a zero income family in 
July 1980 and 23 provided benefits in July 1984* 

^ In the column headed 50 percent, it is assumed 
that the nonprincipal earner (or the principal 
earner had a sufficiently high wage rate to meet 
the 100 rule) in the family earned the wages equal 
to 50 percent of the poverty threshold in both 
1980 and 1984. In these cases the decline in 
constant 1984 dollars was from $9,215 to $8,051 or 
a decrease of 12.6 percent. The number of States 
which supplemented benefits declined from 25 (all 
the States which provided benefits) to 14. 

When wages are 75, 100 or 125 percent of poverty, 
it is assumed that the 100 hour rule within the 
AFDC program would make ineligible all families with 
wages equal to or greeter than 75 percent of poverty. 
The decline in disposable income was approximately 
6.4 to 6.1 percent . Th is is en t i rely the result of 
changes in Federal tax liability and changes in food 
s tamps ♦ See Append ix K for ca 1 cu la t ions of changes 
in food stamps and Federal tax liability at these 
d i f ferent levels. 
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Tabl« 9 

SttfftPy (F SmTB-B3f-«TATE MALYSIS OT MDC AND DZSPOfiABLE INOCMB CMOJrATIOIIS 
FOR A llfO PAREMT EMfXLY WITH TWO CHILDREN WITHOUT DAY CME EXPENSES 

ttege lOTl (As A Parccnt of Poverty ltire«hold 

0 50% 75% 100% 125% 



1984 $ Bquival«nt 0 5,313 7,970 10,626 

Average Dlapoaable Inccme 



1980 (1984 $) 


5,681 


9,215 


9,882 


1984 


5,130 


8,051 


9,248 


Change (1984-1980) 


-551 


-1,164 


-634 


Percentage Change 


-9.7 


-12.6 


-6.4 


1980 % of Poverty 


b3.5 


86.7 


93.0 


1984 % of Poverty 


48.3 


75.8 


87.0 



NA: Not ajpplicable 



A A 



13,283 



11,232 12,435 

10,515 11,674 

-717 -761 

-6.4 -6.1 

105.7 117.0 

99.0 109.9 

l^JBdoBt of States Whicdi Providd 
APDC Benefits 

1980 25 25 0 0 0 

1984 . 23 14 0 0 0 
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o Tax Burdens 

Tables 10, 11 and 12 show that, in general, the 
changes in Federal tax burdens experienced by a 
family of four between 1980 and 1984 are similar 
to those experienced by a family of three* Table 
10 demonstrates that the real tax burden of a 
four person, single parent household increased 
substantially for households at every selected 
income level. Total Federal taxes of the family 
with earnings at 75 percent of the poverty 
level increased by $442 in 1984 dollars. The 
total tax burden of the family with earnings at 
the poverty level increased by $508. 

As in the case of the family of three, this 
increase came about primarily because of real 
increases in the Federal income tax burden 
before credits, and the decline in the real 
value of the earned income credit. Increases 
in payroll taxes contributed only a small part 
of the total increase in the Federal tax burden 
of these families. 

Except for families in the lowest earnings 
category, total tax burdens are much higher for 
four person families than for three person 
families with earnings at the proverty level. 
For example, the tax burden of the four person 
family in 1984 equaled $1,213, a levy about 
one and three quarters higher than that of the 
family of three. This result comes about because 
the income required to attain the poverty level 
increases as family size grows. Except for the 
personal exemption available for every taxpayer 
and every dependent, tax law does not distinguish 
among family sizes. 

Table 11 shows changes in the tax burdens of 
a four person family comprised of a married 
couple and two dependent children. Like the 
taxes of the single parent with 3 children, 
they increase substantially in every selected 
income category. Total Federal taxes are somewhat 
lower for this family than for the four person 
single parent family. This reflects the fact 
that married couples filing joint returns have 
available a higher standard exemption and 
somewhat lower tax rate than do single parent 
households. 
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TABLE 10 

Federal Tax Burden of Single Parent FaDoily of Four 
With Earnings Equal to Selected Peroantages of Poverty Line 



Earned Inccnie Tax Credit 



Earnings 


1980 


1980 


1984 


Increase 






in 1984 




in 1984 






Dollars 




Dollars 


50% of Poverty 


-419 


-531 


-500 


31 


75% of Poverty 


-464 


-587 


-254 


333 


100% of Poverty 


-202 


-255 


0 


255 


125% of Poverty 


0 


0 


0 


0 


Income Tax (Before Earned inoone Credit) 


Earnings 


1980 


1980 


1984 


Increase 






in 1984 




in 1984 






Dollars 




Dollars 


50% of Poverty 


0 


0 


0 


0 


75% of Poverty 


0 


0 


63 


63 


100% of Poverty 


138 


175 


366 


191 


125% of Poverty 


451 


571 


719 


148 






Payroll Tax 




Earnings 


1980 


1980 


1984 


Increase 






in 1984 




in 1984 






Dollars 




Dollars 


50% of Poverty 


257 


326 


356 


30 


75% of Poverty 


386 


489 


534 


45 


100% of Poverty 


514 


651 


712 


61 


125% of Poverty 


643 


815 


890 


75 



Total Federal Tax Burden 



Earn i ngs 1980 1980 1984 I rcrease 

in 1984 in 1984 

Dollars pollars 



5C Jetty 


-162 


-205 


-144 


61 


75 .L Poverty 


-78 


-99 


343 


442 


100% of Poverty 


450 


570 


1078 


508 


125% of Poverty 


1094 


1386 


1609 


223 



*Minus sign indicates that fan\ily is refunded incone tax 
credit equal to this amount. Total federal tax burden is 
negative when refundable credit exceeds other taxes. 
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TABLE 11 

Federal Tax Burden of Marriad Couple with Two Children 
With Barninga Bqual to Selected Percentages of Poverty Line 

Earned Inoowe Tax Credit* 



Earnings 



1980 



50% of Poverty 
75% of Poverty 
100% of Poverty 
125% of Poverty 



1980 
in 1984 
Dollars 



1984 



Increase 
in 1984 
Dollars 



-419 


-531 


- 500 


31 


-464 


-587 


- 254 


333 


-202 


-255 


0 


255 


0 


0 


0 


0 



Income Tax (Before Earned Incane Credit) 



Earnings 



1980 



1980 
in 1984 
Dollars 



1984 



Increase 
in 1984 
Dollars 



0 


0 


0 


0 


0 


0 


183 


183 


291 


369 


501 


132 


626 


793 


890 


97 



50% of Poverty 
75% of Poverty 
100% of Poverty 
125% of Poverty 



Payroll Tax 



Earnings 



1980 



1980 
in 1984 
Dollars 



1984 



Increase 
in 1984 
Oollais 



257 


326 


356 


30 


386 


489 


534 


45 


514 


651 


712 


61 


643 


815 


890 


75 



50% of Poverty 
75% of Poverty 
100% of Poverty 
125% of Poverty 



Total Federal Tax Burden 



Earnings 


1980 


1980 


1984 


Increase 






in 1984 




in 1984 






Dollars 




Dollars 


50% of Poverty 


-162 


-205 


-144 


61 


75% of Poverty 


-78 


-99 


463 


562 


100% of Poverty 


603 


764 


1213 


449 


125% of Poverty 


1269 


1607 


1780 


173 



*Minus sign indicates that family is refunded income tax 
credit equal to this amount. Total federal tax burden is 
negative when refundable credit exceeds other taxes. 
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Table 12 shows the taxes of a family of four 
comprised of a mother and three children with 
child care expenses* As is the case with the 
single parent family of three with child care 
expenses, increases in the child care credit more 
than offset other factors, tending to increase the 
income tax calculated before the earned income tax 
credit* The child care credit actually reduces the 
real income tax burden (before the earned income 
credit) of families at 100 percent and 75 percent 
of the poverty level. But these decreases are more 
than offset by the drop in the value of the earned 
income credit, so each family's total income tax 
burden, after all credits, rises* 
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TABLE 12 

Federal Tax Burden of Single Parent Family of Four 
with Earnings Equal to Selected Farcentages of Poverty Line 
When Child Care Expenses Are Incurred 



Earned Inccroe Tax Credit* 



Earnings 


1980 


1980 


1984 


Increase 






in 1984 




in 1984 






Dollars 




Dollars 


50% of poverty 


-419 


-531 


-500 


31 


75% of Poverty 


-464 


-587 


-254 


333 


100% of Povertv 


-202 


-255 


0 


255 


125% of Poverty 


0 


0 


0 


0 


Income Tax 


(Before Earned Inccme Credit) 


Earnings 


1980 


1980 


1984 


Increase 






in 1984 




in 1984 






Dollars 




Dollars 


50% of Poverty 


0 


0 


0 


0 


75% of Poverty 


0 


0 


0 


0 


100% of Povertv 


51 


65 


62 


-3 


125% of Poverty 


386 


489 


465 


-24 






Payroll Tax 




Earnings 


1980 


1980 


1984 


Increase 






in 1984 




in 1984 






Dollars 




Dollars 


50% of Poverty 


257 


326 


356 


30 


75% of Poverty 


386 


489 


534 


45 


100% of Poverty 


514 


651 


712 


61 


125% of Poverty 


643 


815 


890 


75 




Total 


Federal Tax Burden 


Earnings 


1980 


1980 


1984 


Increase 






in 1984 




in 1984 






Dollars 




Dollars 


50% of Poverty 


-162 


-205 


-144 


61 


75% of Poverty 


-78 


-99 


280 


181 


100% of Poverty 


363 


459 


784 


325 


125% of Poverty 


1029 


1304 


1355 


51 



*Minus sign indicates that family is refunded income tax 
credit equal to this amount. Total federal tax burden is 
negative when refundable credit exceeds other taxes. 
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V. WHAT LEVEL OF EARNINGS IS NEEDED TO ESCAPE 
POVERTY IN 1984 AS COMPARED TO 1980? 



The preceding chapter concluded that, because 
of changes in federal tax and spending policy, the 
illustrative family with earnings at or near the 
poverty line experienced substantial declines in 
real disposable income between 1980 and 1984. In 
this chapter the question of the last chapter is 
reversed: given changes in Federal policy, by how 
much did a family have to increase its real earnings 
in order to achieve disposable income above poverty 
in 1984? 

To answer this question, the combined AFDC, 
food stamps, and wage income after all Federal taxes 
necessary to keep the disposable income of a single 
parent family of three at the poverty line in 1980 
and 1984 is examined. The result is that to main- 
tain its real disposable income at the poverty 
line, this family had to increase its real earnings 
by an average of 72 percent. The same family with 
child care expenses must have nearly doubled its 
earnings to stay above poverty. Given the distribu- 
tion of earnings of female headed families of three 
during t^iese^ yiars, it is much less likely that a 
family will earn enough to escape poverty in 1984 
than in 1980. m 

The earnings history of female headed families 
with earnings less than poverty between 1979 and 
1983 is also illustrated. During a period when the 
earnings of these families had to increase in order 
to lift their real disposable incomes above poverty, 
there is considerable evidence that the earnings of 
female headed families in poverty showed some 
decline. 

Earnings necessary to keep a family above 
poverty in 1S80 and 1983 . Tahle 1 shows the average 
annual earnings needed by a single parent household 
of three in order jfeo keep its disposable income 
above poverty. On average, this family had to earn 

(42) 
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$7^745 in 1984 to escape poverty^ compared with 
$4r500 in 1980 (in 1984 dollars) • This represents 
an increase of $3^245 in 1984 dollars^ or 72 percent 
in real terms. The same family with child care 
expenses had to earn an average of $9^663 in 1984 
in order to escape poverty r compared with $5^177 in 
1980 in 1984 dollars. That is, this family had to 
• increase its annual earnings by 87 percent in real 

termsr or $4^486 in 1984 dollars to maintain its 
1980 disposable income. 



TABLE 1 

Average Earnings Needed to Raise Real Disposable 
Income* of Single Parent Household of Three 
Above Poverty^ 1980 and 1984 

1980 
in 1984 

Dollars 1984 



Without child care expenses $4^^500 $7^745 
With child care expenses $5^177 $9^663 



*Real disposable income includes after tax earnings^ 
food stamps and AFDC. See Appendix L for state by 
state tables from which figures are compiled. 



The second table in Appendix L gives the State 
by State breakdown of wages needed to raise this 
family out of poverty. This table shows that even 
without: child care expenses^ in every State this 
family had to increase its earnings by at least 
$lr219 in 1984 dollars; in 21 States by at 
least $3rOOO in 1984 dollars^ and in 4 States by 
more than $7,000 in 1984 dollars. The family with 
child care expenses in 34 States had to increase 
its earnings by over $3,000; and in 8 States by over 
$7,000. 

Appendix L gives summary State by State 
data on the earnings necessary to keep the single 
parent f.imily of three at the poverty line, 75 per- 
cent of poverty and 125 percent of poverty in 1980 
and 1984. In addition. Appendix M gives a complete 
State by State breakdown of the AFDC benefits, food 
stamps and Federal tax burden of the family with 
liispcsable income equal to the poverty line. 
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CASE STUDIES; AFDC FAMILIES IM ARKANSAS # ILLINOIS , 
AND MICHIGAN 

Three case studies illustrate the changes in 
earnings that would be necessary to lift the single 
parent family of three, without child care expenses, 
above poverty in 1980 and 1984. As in the preceding 
chapter, we selected these three states to illustrate 
results in a high benefit, medium benefit, and low 
benefit State. Unlike the summaries of the national 
data presented elsewhere throughout the chapter, 
all dollars figures are shown in current, rather 
than constant, dollars. 

The Arkansas family This family with disposable 
income at the poverty level in 1980 must increase 
its disposable earnings by 50 percent to remain at 
the poverty level in 1984. Food stamps and the 
earned income tax credit decline as earnings in- 
crease. With the earnings required to stay at 
poverty, the family in 1984 owes income taxes and ^ 
its payroll taxes more than double. The family at 
the poverty level in Arkansas was ineligible for 
AFDC in 1980 and continues to have income in excess 
of Arkansas standards in 1984. 

AMOUWT or MAGES FQH A FAKILY Of TMUCC TO HAI»irAIN AN 
INCOhC EQUAL TO 100 PERCEKT ( 

HAGCS 
AfDC 

FOOO STAMPS 
EXTC 

FEDERAL INCOME TAXCS 
FEDERAL PAYROLL TAXES 
CHILD CARE EXPENSES 
DISPOSABLE INCOME 

The Illinois family . To stay at the poverty 
level, a female headed family with two children 
must double its earnings between 1980 and 1984. 
Although AFDC was supplementing their earnings in 
1980, the 1984 family was ineligible for AFDC and 
Medicaid. Food stamp benefits also declined. As 
earnings increased, the EITC fell, the family began 
to pay income taxes, and payroll taxes nearly 
tr ipled. 
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AMOUNT Of MAOf S rot A fmiVf or TNHi TO NAXKTAXN AN 
INCOHC CqUAL TO 100 rCRCCNT OT rOVCKTV XN XLLSNOXS 
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0.0 


fCOftKAL MYtOlL TAXES 
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ESS 


1S0.S 


CNILP CARE EXPENSES 


0 


0 


0 


0,0 


0XSP4SABLE ikrom 


«5S9 


•E67 


17%6 


24.7 



The Michigan Family » For the Michigan family 
with disposable income equal to the poverty level 
main income sources in 1980 are AFDC and food 
stamps, with some supplementary earnings. In 1984 a 
family at the same income level is not eligible for 
AFDC and must dramatically increase its earnings. 



AMOUNT or HAGES fOP A MMZLY Of THPEE TO HAXNTAXN AN 
INCOME C«ML TO 100 PEPCCNT Of POVEPTY XN HXCHXQANf NAYNE I 
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7740 


4620 


447.6 


Aroc 


4781 


0 


•4761 


-100.0 


f 000 STAMPS 


745 


1015 


272 


S4.4 


EXTC 


46 


275 


176 


161.4 


FEDERAL INCOME TAXES 


0 


274 


274 


0.0 


fEOEPAL PAYPOtL TAXES 


40 


522 


44S 


772.0 


CHXLO CAPE EXPENSES 


0 


0 


0 


0.0 


DISPOSAOLE INCOMfi 


45S4 


0207 


1746 


26.7 



EARNINGS DATA FOR FEMALE HEADED FAMILIES ^ 

Actual Earnings Experience of the Female Headed 
Family of Three . The earnings necessary to keep 
the average single parent family of three above the 
poverty line in 1980 and 1984 in constant dollars 
has been compared. Table 2 looks at the actual 
earnings distribution of all female headed families 
of three in 1980, and in 1983, (in 1984 dollars). 
Because 1984 earnings data are not yet available, 
the study assumes that the real earnings distri- 
butlon in 1984 for these families is the same <c^s in 
1983. (That is, the boundaries of the 1983 deciles 
have been inflated by our assumed inflation rate 
for 1984 of 4.4 percent.) This allows a comparison 
of 1980 figures with our estimated 1984 figures. 
The implications of this assumption are discussed 
below. 
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TABLE 2 

Earnings Distribution of Female Headed Households 
of Three, with Earnings, By Earner Decile 



Earnings Boundary of Households 
by Decile 

1980 1983 

in in 
1984 1984 
Dollars 1983 Dollars 



Lowest decile 


$ 1,259 


$ 989 


$ 1,032 


2nd decile 


3,444 


2,720 


2,840 


3d decile 


5,955 


5,060 


5,283 


4th decile 


8,236 


7,420 


7.746 


5th decile 


10,477 


10,000 


10,440 


6th decile 


12,861 


11,637 


12,149 


7th decile 


15,204 


14,000 


14,616 


8th decile 


18,371 


17,000 


17,748 


9th decile 


25,340 


23,000 


24,012 


Top decile 


above 


above 


above 



25,340 23,000 24,012 



Source: Compiled by Conmiittee Staff from data 
supplied by Congressional Budget Office, derived 
from Bureau of the Census Current Population Survey 
public use tapes* 



Table 2 shows that in 1980, only 24 percent of 
female headed families of three were unable to earn 
the amount required on average to lift the dis-* 
posable income of three person single parent 
families above poverty. By 1984, the proba\bility 
of having sufficient earnings had declined sub- 
stantially, in 1984, nearly 40 percent of these 
families earned less than $7,745; the average 
earnings needed to escape poverty. (To attain 
these percentages, the required earnings are inter- 
polated from the distribution shown in Table 2 
assuming a uniform distribution within deciles)* 

Between 1980 and 1984, there was an even greater 
decline in the probability that a three person 
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female headed family could earn enough to escape 
poverty when child care expenses are considered. 
In 1980, 27 percent of these families earned less 
than the $5,177 in 1984 dollars needed on average 
to lift the income of a three person household 
with child care expenses above poverty. In 1984, 
nearly half, or 47 percent, failed to earn the 
$9,663 required for this purpose. 

In developing this argument, it is assumed that 
in 1984 these families had the same earnings dis- 
tribution as in 1983, except adjusted for 1984 
dollars. However, it is possible that between 1983 
and 1984, improvements in the economy raised the 
earnings of these families above their real 1983 
level . 

How much did the earnings distribution have to 
change between 1983 and 1984 in order to ensure 
that the female headed household of three was 
equal.ly likely to earn enough to escape poverty in 
1984 as in 1980? An examination of Table 2 shows 
that earnings of the lowest fractiles of earners 
would have to increase substantially. In 1980, 24 
percent of these households were unable to earn 
enough to escape poverty. The earnings of the 
lowest earning 24 percent of families of three 
would have to double in real terms between 1983 and 
1984, or rise from $3,866 to $7,745. (Again, values 
are interpolated assuming a uniform distribution 
within deci les) . 

If child care expenses are considered, ever 
more dramatic earnings changes between 1983 and 
1984 are necessary to ensure that this family is 
equally likely to earn enough to laise its dispos- 
able income above poverty in 1984 as in 1980. In 
1980, only 27 percent of female headed families of 
three have earnings below the average required 
earnings. The earnings of the lowest 27 percent of 
families would have to increase by 112.4 percent, 
or more than double between 1983 and 1984, from 
$4,5bO to $9,663 to enable them to escape poverty. 

In summary, we find that the female headed 
three person family is much less likely to earn 
enough to raise its disposable income, includiny 
taxes and transfers, above poverty in 1984 than it 
was in 1980. This conclusion was reached with the 
assumption that the real earnings distribution of 
these families was the same in 1984 as in 1983* 
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The possibility that changes in real earnings may 
have made it more likely that the family will 
escape poverty in 1984 than in 1983 is considered. 
However, we found that earnings of the families at 
the bottom of the earnings distribution would have 
to double in order for female headed families of 
three to have the same probability of escaping 
poverty in 1984 as in 1980. 

Trends in number and degree of i|re-transf er 
poverty of all female headed households with 
earnings below poverty . Table 3 examines the dis- 
tribution of earnings of female headed households 
without earnings, or with earnings below poverty 
line. Table 4 isolates the earnings distribution 
of the earners among this group. Because 1984 
earnings data do not exist, this data is shown for 
1979 and 1983. These tables show that during a 
period in which earnings had to increase in order 
to raise the family out of poverty, there is some 
evidence that the earnings decreased for women who 
were poor before transfers. 

Table 3 shows that the number of female headed 
households with no earnings or earnings below pover- 
ty increased by 24 percent between 1979 and 1983, 
from 4.3 million to 5.3 million. Within this 
group, there is some slippage of income; the number 
of non-earners and very low earners increased both 
in absolute terms and as a percentage of the whK)le. 
The number of non earners grew by about 700,000; and 
as a percentage of the total, non-earners grew 
slightly from 46.9 to 51.1 percent. within the 
category of earners, shown in Table 4," the number 
of low earners (below 50 percent of poverty) grew 
from 55.2 percent of earners to 59.7 percent. The 
number of relatively high earners (75 percent to 
100 percent of poverty) fell from 23.3 percent of 
the total to 19*3 percent of the total. 
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TABLE 3 

Earnings Distribution of Female Headed Households 

With No Earnings 
And With Earnings Below The Poverty Line 
(Numbers in Thousands) 



Earnings as 


1 


979 


1983 




a % of 










Poverty 


Number 


I- rcent 


Number 


Percent 


No earnings 


2,021 


46.9 


2,733 


51.1 


Below 25% 


786 


18.3 


968 


18.1 


25% - 49% 


475 


11.0 


592 


11.1 


50% - 74% 


496 


11.5 


550 


10.3 


75% - 89% 


324 


7.5 


316 


5.9 


90% - 100% 


203 


4.7 


188 


3.5 


Total 


4,305 


100.0 


5,348 


100.0 



TABLE 4 

Distribution of Earnings 
of Female Headed Families with Earnings 
Below the Poverty Line * 
(Numbers in Thousands) 



Earnings as 


1979 


1984 




a % of 










Poverty 


Number 


Percent 


Number 


Percent 


Below 25% 


78 6 


34 .4 


968 


37.0 


25% to 49% 


475 


20.8 


592 


22.7 


50% to 74% 


496 


21.7 


550 


21.0 


75% to 89% 


326 


14.2 


316 


12.1 


90% to 100% 


203 


8.9 


188 


7.2 


Tota 1 


2,284 


100.0 


2,615 


100.0 



Does not i nclude non -earners 



Tables 3 and 4 compiled by Committee staff from data 
supplied by the Congressional Budget Office based 
upon the Bureau of the Census Current Population 
Survey public use tapes. 
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VI. WHAT HAPPENED TO FEDERAL EXPENDITURES FOR 
LOW INCOME PEOPLE BETWEEN 1980 AND 1984? 



The preceding sections examined the incomes 
of poor and near-poor families in 1980 and 1984. 
The data indicate that such families were unable 
to maintain their standard of living over this 
period without substantial increases in their real 
earnings level, in large measure because of changes 
in Federal welfare programs. 

This chapter briefly examines trends in Federal 
expenditures for programs over the last four years. 
The data support the conclusions reached by the 
preceding sections: for every poor person, there 
is substantially less cash assistance available in 
1983 than in 1980. That is, cash assistance, re- 
flected in the disposable income of poor families 
in determining its poverty status, declined 19 per- 
cent for every poor person between 1980 and 1983. 
If the cash wages available through job training is 
included in this figure, cash assistance per poor 
person dropped a total of $324 or 33 percent. 

A second conclusion can also be drawn. Non- 
cash assistance is not included in determining 
disposable incomes and a family's poverty status 
for the purpose of the official definition (the 
definition used in this\study). But noncash 
assistance is clearly a ^factor in the standard of 
living of families whose cash income is near or at 
the poverty level. Between 1980 and 1983, the 
level of noncash benefits available for each poor 
person declined by $63 (in constant 1983 dollars) 
or 4 percent in real terms. Between these three 
years, total Federal means tested cash assistance 
in major programs available for each poor person 
dropped by $387 (in constant 1983 dollars) a real 
drop of 15.5 percent. 
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TRENDS IN AGGREGATE REAL WELFARE SFENPING 



Table 1 shows that between 1980 and 1983, means 
tested Federal spending in these programs fell by 
about $1 billion measured in 1983 dollars. In 
percentage terms, this decline is quite small, 
about 1.2 percent over the period, or less than one 
half of one percent a year. 

Excluding medical benefits from these totals, 
means tested Federal spending in these programs 
fell by $2.4 billion in 1983 dollars, or 4.2 per- 
cent in real terms. This decline is largely at- 
tributable to declines in total real spending in 
cash assistance, which fell by $1.3 billion over 
this period, and in expenditures on jobs programs, 
which fell by $5.5 billion. Real spending in other 
programs actually increased somewhat: expenditures 
on food assistance rose by $1.6 billion, housing by 
$2.8 billion, and medical assistance by $1.4 bil- 
lion. To a large extent, increases in food as- 
sistance reflect the declines in cash public 
assistance programs. 



TRENDS IN REAL WELFARE SPENDING PER POOR PERSON 

While real spending on these programs declined 
somewhat between 1980 and 1983, the number of poor 
persons prior to the receipt of benefits from 
means-tested programs in the United States in- 
creased by 16 percent, from 34.0 million to 37.3 
million, a total increase of 5.3 million persons. 
As a result the total amount of spending in these 
programs available for each poor person dropped 
substantially. 

Table 2 summarizes the changes in spending 
available for every poor person throughout this 
period. This table does not show the mean dollars 
actually received by each poor person from these 
programs during these years. Some means tested 
spending goes to individuals above the poverty 
line; and many poor individuals receive no money at 
all from Federal welfare programs. Census Bureau 
reports periodically attempt to identify those 
portions of selected cash assistance programs going 
to people in poverty. But thorough studies of the 
income of recipients of most federal means tested 
spending do not exist. 
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TABLE 1 

Federal Bxpenditures for Major Means Tested Programs 
in 1980 ard 1983, Shown in 1983 Dollars, 
in Millions of Dollars 

\ Spending 1980 1983 Change Percent 

\ Category (1983 (1983 change * 

dollars) dollars) 



Expenditures, 

excluding 

medical 


56,368 


53,981 


-2,387 


-4.2 


Expenditures, 

including 

medical 


80,064 


79,066 


- 998 


-1.2 


Cash benefits 


24,163 


22,831 


-1,332 


-5.5 


Fcxid benefits 


16,126 


17,771 


1,645 


10.2 


Housing benefits 


6,649 


9,423 


2,777 


41.8 


Job programs 


7,534 


2,058 


-5,476 


-72.7 


Low incoone 
energy assistance 


1,896 


1,898 


2 




Medical benefits 


23,696 


25,085 


1,389 


5.9 



Source: Canpiled from data prepared by Congressional Research 
Service in accordance with specific instructions from 
Cannittee staff concerning definitions, programs to be in- 
cluded , and basic table format. 

1 See appendix for full text of tables subroitted by CRS, 
list of programs included in each spending category, 
and explanation of CRS methodology. 
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Table 2 shows that, between 1980 and 1983, 
spending through these progratn& available for every 
poor perbon dropped by $387 in constant 1983 dol- 
lars, a real decline of 15.5 percent. Spending on 
cash benefits per poor person dropped by $144, in 
1983 dollars, or 19 percent. Spending on job 
programs dropped by $180 for every poor person, or 
76.6 percent* In fact, measured as expenditures per 
poor person, spending orv every category of assistance 
fell, with one exception: expend i tures on housing 
programs rose $44 for every poor person. 



TRENDS IN MEANS TESTED SPENDING, 1976-1980 

Tables 3 and 4 summarize trends in Federal 
spending on these same programs between 1976 and 
1980. Table 3 shows that aggregate spending on 
these programs rose by $15.6 billion in constant 
1983 dollars, or 24.1 percent. Excluding medical 
benefits, spending rose by $9.6 billion in constant 
1983 dollars, or 20.5 percent. Spending in jevecy 
major category of assistance rose, except for cash 
benefits, which declined by about $700 million 
constant 1983 dollars, or 3 percent. 

During this period the number of people who 
were poor before cash transfers rose by 4.25 million, 
or 15.3 percent. Because growth in federal welfare 
spending outpaced this increase, means tested spend- 
ing available for every poor person grew by $177 in 
1983 dollars, or 7.6 percent. Spending in every 
major category increased per person, with the ex- 
ception of cash benefits, which dropped per poor 
person by $141 in 1983 dollars. This drop was more 
than offset by increases in every other category of 
spend i ng . 



PRO JECT^I QNS , .1984- 1989 

Data in Appendix N show estimated federal ex- 
penditures under Administration policies in major 
assistance programs for low income persons as a 
percentage of gross national product (GNP) . Ex- 
penditures in these program except for medicaid, 
ate projected to decline between fiscal year 1984 
,nd 1989. The increase in medicaid is less than .1 
percent . 
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TABLE 2 

Federal Spending for Every Person Poor Before Transfers 
TTirough Major Means Tested Benefit Programs 
in 1980 and 1983 
Shown in 1983 Dollars! 



Spending 
category 



1980 

(1983 

dollars) 



1983 



Change 
(1983 
dollars) 



Percent 
change 



Expenditures, 

excluding 

medical 


1,763 


1,446 


-317 


-18.0 


Expenditures, 

including 

medical 


2,504 


2,117 


-387 


-15.5 


Cash benefits 


756 


612 


-144 


-19.0 


Food benefits 


504 


476 


-28 


-5.6 


Housing benefits 


208 


252 


44 


21.2 


Jobs programs 


235 


55 


-180 


-76.6 


Low income 
energy assistance 


59 


51 


-8 


-13.6 


Medical benefits 


741 


672 


-69 


-9.3 



Source: Conpiled fran data prepared by Congressional Research 
Service in accordance with specific instructions from 
Canmittee staff concerning definitions, programs to be 
included, and basic table format 

Isee apt«ndix for full text of tables submitted by CRS, 
list of programs included in each spending category, and 
explanation of CRS methodology. 
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TABLE 3 

Federal Expenditures for Major ^4eans Tested Benefits 

in 1976 and 1980 
Shown in 1983 Dollars 
in Millions of Dollars 



Spending 
Category 



1976 1980 CJvange Percent 

(1983 (1983 (1983 Change 

dollars) dollars) dollars) 



Expenditures, 

excluding 

medical 


46,791 


56,368 


9,577 


20,5 


Expenditures, 

including 

medical 


64,507 


80,064 


15,557 


24.1 


Cash benefits 


24,872 


24,163 


-709 


-2.9 


Food benefits 


12,692 


16,126 


3,434 


27.1 


Housing benefits 


4,088 


6,649 


2,561 


62.6 


Jobs programs 


5,140 


7,534 


2,394 


46.6 


Low income 
energy assistance 




1,896 


1,896 




Medical benefits 


17,716 


23,696 


5,980 


38.8 



Source: Conpiled from data prepared by Congressional Research 
Service in accordance with specific instructions from 
Cormittee staff concerning definitions, programs to be 
included, and basic table format 

See appendix for full text of tables submitted by CPS, list 
of programs included in each spending category, and 
explanation of CRS methodology 
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nSLB 4 

Federal Spending for Every Person Poor Before Transfers 
Itirough Major Means Tested Benefit Pro9grants 
in 1976 and 1980 
Shown in 1983 dollars 



Spending 1976 1980 Change Percent 

Category (1983 (1983 (1983 Change 

dollars) dollars) dollars) 



Expenditures^ 

excluding 

benefits 


1,688 


1,763 


75 


4.4 


Expenditures f 

including 

medical 


2,327 


2,504 


177 


7.6 


Cash benefits 


897 


756 


-141 


-15.7 


Food benefits 


458 


504 


46 


10.0 


Housing benefits 


147 


208 


61 


41.5 


Jobs prog rants 


185 


235 


50 


27.0 


Low inconne 
energy assistance 




59 


59 




Medical benefits 


639 


741 


102 


16.0 



Source: Canpiled fcont data prepared by Congressional Research 
Service in accordance with specific instructions from 
Connmittee staff concerning definitions, programs to be 
included r and basic table format. 

See appendix for full text of tables submitted by CRS, list 
of programs included in each spending category, and 
explanation of CRS methodology. 
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The largest declines are estimated for cash 
assistance programs such as aid to families with 
dependent children (AFDC) and general assistance. 
As a percentage of GNP, expenditures for these 
programs will decline significantly from 12. to ,14 
percent. Expenditures for the food stamp program 
are estimated to decline 28 percent^ from ,32 
percent of GNP in 1984 to .23 percent in 1989* 
Spending for the low-income elderly (Supplemental 
Security Income — SSI) is projected to decline 16 
percent, from .24 percent to .20 percent of GNP; 
spending for subsidized housing is also estimated 
to decline 12.5 percent. 



65 



APPENDIX A 



AMOUNTS OF APDC AND FOOD STAMPS WITH NO WAGES 
FOR A SINGLE PARENT WITH TWO CHILDREN; 
WITH THREE CHILDREN; AND A TWO PARENT FAMILY 
WITH TWO CHILDREN IN 1980 AND 1984 
IN CONSTANT 1984 DOLLARS FOR EACH S,TATE 



NOTE: InccHTie is APDC plus food stamps. 

(») 
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SINGLE PARENT V/TTH WO CmDREN 

SUMMARY TABLE OF DISPOSABLE INCOME, DISPOSABLE INCOME AS 
A PERCENT OF POVERTY, AND CHANGES IN REAL INCOMES FOR A 
FAMILY OF THREE HITH HAGES EQUAL TO 0 

1980(1984 ♦) 1984 





INCOME 


X POV 


INCOME 


X POV 




ALABAMA 


4504 


51 . 


9 


von/ft 


45. 


9 


1 1 . D 


ARIZONA 


5207 


62 . 


8 


Ho" • 


59.0 


-6 1 


ARKANSAS 


4771 


57 . 


6 


Hi 1 1 


52.0 


*" 7 . o 


CALIFORNIA 


8092 


97. 


6 


/p9!> 


91. 


7 




COLORADO 


6144 


74. 


1 




70. 


5 




CONNECTICUT 


7379 


89. 


0 




«0. 


7 


1 9 


DELAWARE 


5888 


71 . 


1 


P5HH 


64.5 




DIST. OF COL. 


6101 


75. 


6 


5HH5 


65. 


7 


• in ft 


FLORIDA 


51 35 


61 . 


9 


A a TP A 
Ho /H 


58. 


8 


P . w 


GEORGIA 


4803 


58. 


0 


HOO 1 


56. 


5 




IDAHO 


6495 


78. 


4 


5487 


66. 


2 




ILLINOIS 


61 25 


75 . 


9 


3H /U 


66. 


0 


-in 7 


INDIANA 


5771 


69. 


6 


SOOH 


61 . 


5 


• 11 9 


IOWA 


6889 


85 . 


1 


CQC7 


71 . 


9 


* 1 ^ . Z7 


KANSAS 


6729 


81 . 


2 


OUO 7 


75. 


2 




KENTUCKY 


5058 


61 . 


0 


A CO A 


55.4 




LOUISIANA 


48 98 


59. 


1 


AC9a 


54. 


7 


-7 i; 


MAINE 


6058 


72 . 


9 




71 . 


9 


- 1 X 


MARYLAND 


->951 


71 . 


6 


5717 


69. 


0 


5 . O 


MASSACHUSETTS 


6868 


82. 


9 


<9 ^ n 


75. 


5 


"'O . " 


MICHIGAN! WAYNE » 


7581 


91 . 


5 


^ n c o 


75. 


1 


. 1 


MINT^ESOTA 


7496 


90. 


. 5 


7355 


88. 


5 




MISSISSIPPI 


5**69 


47 . 


, 9 




42. 


7 


~ 1 n A 


MISSOURI 


56 97 


68, 


, 7 


Cl A T 


62. 


, 1 


-0 7 


MONTANA 


5814 


70, 


. 2 


bfZZ 


69. 


, 1 


~ 1 t, O 


NEBRASKA 


6557 


76, 


. 7 


CO 7 T 

f i 


70. 


,9 




NEVADA 


5346 


70 


.5 


48<*9 


58 


.5 


17 1 


NEW HAMPSHIRE 


6 740 


81 


.5 


61 0^ 


75, 


. 7 




NEW JERSEY 


6889 


85 


. 1 


6167 


74 


.4 


-in 


NEW MEXICO 


5599 


65 


. 1 




61 


.5 




NEW YORK (NYC 1 


7251 


87 


. 5 


7025 


84 


. 7 


5 . 1 


NORTH CAROLINA 


5101 


61 




4650 


55 


.9 




NORTH DAKOTA 


661 2 


79 


8 


595Z 


71 


.6 


« 1 n T 


OHIO 


585/ 


70 


. 7 


5252 


65 


.4 


-in X 


OKLAHOMA 


6059 


73 


. 1 


5302 


64 


.0 


- 1 / . D 


OREGON 


7187 


86 


. 7 


OHH ^ 


77 


.8 


-in ^ 


PENNSYLVANIA 


6442 


77 


, 7 


5875 


70 


. 9 


-8.0 


RHODE ISLAND 


6676 


60 


.6 


7218 


87 


. 1 


8 1 


SOUTH CAROLINA 


4<450 


53 


.5 


4545 


52 


.4 


•1.9 


SOUTH DAKOTA 


6^74 


78 


. 1 


5697 


68 


. 7 


-12.0 


TEN^4£r>r>tE 




52 


. 6 


4044 


48 


.8 


-7.2 


TEXAr^ 


4275 


51 


.6 


4164 


50 


,2 


-2.6 


UTAH 


68S9 


85 


. 1 


5985 


72 


.2 


-15.2 


VFRriONT 




100 


1 


7621 


92 


.0 


8.1 


VIRGINIA 


5805 


70 


.0 


5680 


68 


.5 


"2.1 


WASHirJGTOf^ 


7<>52 


9h 


. 7 


7047 


85 


,0 


-11.2 


WEST VIRGINIA 


S250 


65 


5 


4664 


56 


.5 


-11.2 


Wise Of in IN 


7785 


93 


. 9 


741 1 


89 


.4 


-4.8 


WYOMUX; 




66 


.4 


6159 


62 


. 5 


-6.3 




60 


75 


.5 


5608 


67 


. 7 


-8.0 




61 



SINGLE PARENT VITH THREE CHILDREN 



SUMMARY TABLE OF DISPOSABLE INCONEt DISPOSABLE INCOME AS 
A PERCENT OF POVERTY, AND CHANGES IN REAL INCOMES FOR A 
FAMILY OF FOUR HITH HA6ES EQUAL TO 0 

INCOME Y. POV 



1984 

INCOME A POV 



ALABAMA 

ARIZONA 

ARKANSAS 

CALIFORNIA 

COLORADO 

CONNECTICUT 

OELAHARE 

OIST. OF COL. 

FLORIDA 

GEORGIA 

IDAHO 

ILLINOIS 

INDIANA 

lOHA 

KANSAS 

KENTUCKY 

LOUISIANA 

MAINE 

MARYLAND 

MASSACHUSETTS 

MICHIGAN! HAYNE > 

MINNESOTA 

MISSISSIPPI 

MISSOURI 

MONTANA 

r^EBRASKA 

NEVADA 

r4EH HAhPSHlRc 
NEH JERSEY 
MEN MEXICO 
NEH YORK rNYC I 
NORTH CAROLINA 
NORTH DAKOTA 
OHIO 

WLAHOMA 

OREGON 

PENNSYLVANIA 

RHODE ISLAND 

SOOTH CAROLINA 

SCXJTH DAKOTA 

TENNESSEE 

TEXAS 

UTAH 

VERMONT 

VIRGINIA 

WASHir^TON 

ME3T VIRGINIA 

HI5C0NSIN 

HYOMir^ 

AVERAGE 



5301 

6323 

5727 

9719 

7462 

6604 

7047 

7441 

6174 

5780 

7633 

7452 

7079 

6166 

7676 

6226 

5993 

7473 

7196 

6166 

9059 

6900 

5003 

6813 

7250 

7665 

7069 

7899 

8133 

6568 

8793^ 

5961 

8069 

7207 

7«»4l 

8421 

7782 

7067 

s<*od 

7569 
5301 
5216 
8295 
«>602 
6973 
9^32 
6577 
9357 
6600 
7529 



49.9 
59.5 
53 
91 
70 
62 
66 
70 
56.1 
54.4 
71.6 
70 
66 
77 
74 
56 
56 
70 
67 
77 
65 
63.6 
47.1 
1 

r.2 

72.1 
66.5 
74.3 
76.5 
61 .8 
82.8 
56.1 
75.9 
67.8 
70.0 



.1 
.6 
.0 
.1 
.6 
.4 
.3 
.7 
.0 
.3 



79 
73 
74 
50 
71 
49.9 
49. 1 
78.0 
90.4 
65.6 
88.6 
60.0 
88. 1 
62.1 
69.0 



4800 

5950 

5166 

9125 

7102 

6924 

6404 

6656 

5675 

6059 

6471 

6673 

6236 

7101 

7126 

5646 

5547 

7376 

6920 

7471 

7266 

8714 

4476 

6169 

7151 

7109 

5666 

7185 

7303 

6211 

8476 

5438 

7252 

6463 

6513 

7756 

7067 

6473 

5312 

6698 

4993 

5077 

7151 

8806 

6765 

8434 

5673 

6631 

6185 

6720 



45.2 
56.0 
48.6 
65.9 
66.6 
64.0 
60.3 
62.6 
55.3 
57.0 
60.9 
62.6 
56.7 
66. 
67. 
53. 
52. 
69. 
65. 
70. 



66. 

62. 
42. 
58. 
67. 
66. 
55. 
67. 
£»8. 
58. 
79.8 
51.2 
68.2 
60.8 



.6 
1 

.2 
,2 
.4 
1 

,3 
.6 
.0 
1 
1 

,3 
.9 
,2 
,6 
7 
.4 



61 

73 
66 

79 

50 
63 
47 
47 
67 
82 
63.7 
79.4 
53.4 
62.4 
58 . 2 
63.2 



X CHANGE 
-9.5 
-5.9 
-9.5 
-6.1 
-4.6 
1.4 
-9.1 
*10.6 
-4. 
4. 
-15. 
-10. 
-11 
-13, 
-9. 
-9. 
•7. 
-1 
-3. 
-8. 
-19. 

-2. 
-10. 
-9. 
-1 
-7. 
-17, 
-9. 
-10, 
-5. 
-3, 



.9 
.8 
,2 
.5 
,9 
.3 
.5 
,3 
.4 
.3 
.8 

7 
.6 

1 

.5 

.5 
.4 
,2 
.0 
.0 
,2 
.4 
.6 



-8.8 



1 

.3 
.5 
.9 
.2 
7 
.8 
.5 



-10. 

-10. 

-12. 
-7. 
•9. 

7. 
-1 

'11 
-5.8 
-2.7 

-13.8 
•8.3 
-3.0 

'10.6 

-11.0 

-29.1 
-6.5 
-8.5 



ERLC 



62 



TWO PARENT FAMILY WITH TWO CHILDREN 

SUHHARY TABLE OF DISPOSABLE INCOME* DISPOSABLE IMCOHE 
A PERCENT OF POVERTY, AND CHANGES IN REAL INCOMES FOR 
FAMILY OF FOUR HITH HAGES EQUAL TO 0 



AS 
A 





1960< 198^ i 




196^ 








INCOME 

A 1 tV Wl 


Z POV 


TNCOMF ) 


( POV 


X CHANGE 


ALABAMA 


XI 7A 


29 


.9 


3036 


28. 


.6 




ARIZONA 


31 78 


29.9 


3036 


28 


.6 


. 5 


ARKA^ISAS 


31 76 


29.9 


3036 


26 


.6 




CAl IFORNI A 


971 9 


91 


.5 


91 25 


85.9 


-6. 1 


COLORADO 


7633 


71 


.6 


726 1 


68. 


, 3 


. 9 


COft^ECTICLTT 


680^ 


82 


.9 


892^ 


8^ . 


. 0 


1 


DELAMARE 


70^7 


66 


3 


6^0^ 


60. 


, 3 


-9. 1 


mST. OF COL. 


7^^1 


70 


.0 


6656 


62. 


.6 


-10.6 


> LORIDA 


31 78 


29 


.9 


3036 


?ft 


. 6 


-^.5 


GEORGIA 


31 78 


29 


.9 


3036 


28, 


. 6 




IDAHO 


31 78 


29.9 


3036 


26. 


. 6 




ILLINOIS 


7^52 


70 


. 1 


6673 


62 . 


. 8 


-10.5 


INDIANA 


31 78 


29 


. 9 


3036 


28 , 


. 6 


-^.5 


lOHA 


81 86 


77 


. 0 


7101 


66 , 


. 8 


-13.5 


KANOAf^ 


7878 


7^ 


. t 


71 26 


67. 


. \ 


-9.5 


KFNTIJTK Y 


31 78 


29 


. 9 


3036 


28 , 


. 6 




I OUf;! ANA 


31 78 


29 


. 9 


3036 


28. 


, 6 


. 5 


MAINE 


31 78 


29 


. ^ 


3036 


28 . 


. 6 




HARYI AND 


71 96 


67 


.7 


6920 


65 , 


. y 


-3.8 


MA****! AC MiriF T TS 


8l86 


77 


. 0 


7^71 


70 , 


. 3 


-8. 7 


MlCHlHANf HAVNF ) 


9059 


85 


. 3 


7286 


6ft 




-19.6 




8900 


63 


. 8 


8596 


80 


9 


-3 




31 78 


29 


, 9 




28 . 


. 6 


. 5 




681 3 


6^ 


, t 


61 69 


58 . 


, } 


-9.5 


MOf JT ANA 


r C 3w 


68 


. 2 


3036 


?ft 


6 


-58. 1 


HP RRA'"»K A 




72 


.1 


7109 


66 , 


, 9 


-7.2 


r f •.. V A« w 




29 


.9 


•> U ^ D 


28 . 


, 6 


. 5 


ifi n**nr oniric 


51 7ft 


29 


.9 


3056 


28 . 


, 6 


. 5 




8133 


76 


.5 


7303 


68 . 




-10.2 




5 1 7ft 


29 


. 


3036 


28 . 






^JF M YOPK i ^iYf 1 


8793 


BZ 


.8 


8^76 


79. 


, 8 


-3 . 6 


tiOU T H C APni INA 


31 78 


29 


.9 


3036 


28. 


,6 


. 5 


MOPTH OAKOTA 


31 78 


29 


. 9 


3036 


28. 


,6 


. 5 


OM 1 0 


7207 


67 


.8 


6^63 


60. 


8 


-10.3 


OK { AHHMA 


31 78 


29 


.9 


3056 


28. 


6 


. 5 


OPT r.DfJ 


?t 7G 


29 


.9 


3056 


28. 


6 


. 5 


Pf rff4'>YL VANI A 




73 


. 2 


706 7 


66. 


5 


~9. 2 




786? 


7^ 


.0 


8^*73 


79. 


, 7 


7,7 


r.(XJTM CAPOLiNA 


?1 / 3 


29 


. 9 


5056 


28. 


6 


-<».5 


r^^OUTH DAKOTA 


31 78 


29 


. 9 


5056 


28. 


6 


-<».5 


Mfttn ^'.f r 


51 78 


i:9 


. 9 


3056 


28. 


6 




Tf XA'. 


51 78 


29 


. 9 


3056 


28. 


6 




UTAH 




78 


.0 


3056 


28. 


6 


-63. 




960? 


90 




8806 


82. 


9 


-8.3 


vipnirji A 


31 78 


29 


.9 


3056 


28. 


6 








88 


.8 


8^4 5^ 


79, 




-10.6 


HfCT ViPr.TNiA 


l177 


60 


.0 


5673 


53. 




-11 .0 




9567 


88 


.1 


892^ 


8^. 


0 






5178 


29 


. 9 


3056 


28. 


6 


-^.5 




_S6Q1 


55 


.5 


5130 


^a. 


, 5 


"9.7 



ERIC 



1)69 



t 

APPENDIX B 



STATE SUMMARY TABLES OF DISPOSABLE 
INCOME, DISPOSABLE INCOME AS A PERCENT OF POVERTY, 
AND CHANGES IN REAL INCOME FOR WAGES EQUAL TO 
50, 75, 100 AND 125 PERCENT OF POVERTY 
FOR A SINGLE PARENT WITH TWO CHILDREN 



NOTE ; Disposable income is AFDC + food stamps + 

wages less Federal income and payroll taxes. 



4 



Wages 



1980 



1984 



50% of poverty 
75% of poverty 
100% of poverty 
125% of poverty 



$3,270 
4,904 
6,539 
8,174 



$4,144 
6,215 
8,287 

10,359 



ERIC 



70 



64 



SUMMARY TABLE OF DISPOSABLE IMCOHE , DISPOSABLE INCOME AS 
A PERCENT OF POVERTY, AND CHANGES IN REAL INCOMES rOR A 
FAMILY OF THREE WITH HAGES EQUAL TO 50 PERCENT OF POVERTY 



ALABAMA 

ARIZONA 

ARKAf^SAS 

CALIFORNIA 

COLORADO 

CONNECTICUT 

DELAWARE 

DIST. OF COL. 

FLORIDA 

GEORGIA 

IDAHO 

XLLir«)IS 

INDIANA 

XOHA 

r.ANSAS 

KENTUCKY 

LOUISIANA 

MAINE 

MARYLAND 

MASGACHUSETTS 

MICHIGAN! WAYNE ) 

MINNESOTA 

MISSISSIPPI 

MISSOURI 

MONl ANA 

NEBRASKA 

NEVADA 

NEW HAMPSHIRE 
NEW JERSEY 
NEW MEXICO 
NEW YORK (NYC ) 
NORTH CAROLINA 
NORTH DAKOTA 
OHIO 

OKLAHOMA 

OREGON 

PENt4SYLVANlA 

RHODE ISLAND 

SOUTH CAROLINA 

SOUTH DAKOTA 

TENT^ESSEE 

TEXAS 

UTAH 

VERrK)NT 

VIRGINIA 

WASHU^rON 

WEST VIRGINIA 

WISCOf^SIN 

W^/OMIf^ 

AVERAGE 



19601 H64 $1 


1964 




INC One 


v. POV 


TMrnMF 




/ CHANGE 




76.6 


1% 1 

O 1 


7a 7 


-2.7 




65.5 


D 1 


7a 7 


-12.4 


6655 


60. 


0 


D 1 T*f 


74 7 


'6.6 




120. 


1 


Oc 


'inn 1 


-16.7 


6006 


96.6 


O 7 70 


Aa a 


-12.6 


9Zh 1 


111 . 


5 




OO 9 

7 7 • ft 


-11.0 


775 1 


95. 


5 


L. f 

D 1 ^nt 


7a 7 


-20. 1 


7964 


96. 


1 


L. 1 
O 1 


7a 7 


-22. 2 




84. 


4 


ilk 1 




-11.4 


6665 


60.4 


L. f 
D • 


7a 7 


-7. 1 


O V C 7 

6557 


100. 


9 


O 1 


7a 7 


"25. 9 


7985 


96. 


4 


O 1 tH 


7a 7 


-22 . 4 


7666 


94. 


9 


j; 1 o& 

D 1 T*t 


7U 7 


-21.5 


6751 


105. 


6 


DD30 


An X 


-25. 9 


A #> <9 

659Z 


105. 


7 


O / D f 


ftl 7 


-21 2 


6920 


65. 


5 


O 1 W 


7a 7 


-10 S 


676 1 


61. 


6 


^ 1 Q4 
O 1 T"f 


74 7 


-6.4 


AAA 

7900 


95. 


5 


OOS>0 




-15. 7 


7 7 A Y 


94. 


0 




7a 7 


-20. 5 


6730 


105. 


5 




Aa 0 


-20 . 5 


9445 


114.0 




A1 6 


-2o .4 


9J56 


112. 


9 




Q7 n 


-14. 1 


7057 


64. 


.9 


^ \ CWa. 


7a 7 

ft . f 


-12.0 


7559 


91. 


.2 


L. \ 

D 1 tH 


7a 7 

ft . f 


-18. 1 


Iblb 


92. 


.6 




77 «i 

f f . 9 


-16 ^ 


A 4 4 A 


99. 


.2 




7Q 5 

f 7 . J 


-20 .0 


Y * ' A A 

If 08 


95 


.0 


1 

O 1 7** 


7a 7 
f ^ . f 


-19.6 


6602 


105 


.6 


OA A 


AP ? 


-20.6 


8751 


105.6 


DODO 


Ob . 7 


-21 .5 


726 1 


67 


.6 


O 1 tH 


7a 7 


-14.7 


91 1 5 


110 


.0 


7 79 T 


qX 9 


-15.5 


6965 


84 


.0 


O 1 "H 


7^ 7 
ft . f 


-11.0 


6475 


102 


.5 


06 55 


AO A 


-21 7 


771 9 


95 


.1 


D I tH 


7a 7 

ft . f 


-19.7 


7921 


95 


.6 


D 1 


7a 7 

ft . f 


-21 .6 


9049 


109 


.2 


1. ac 9 

695Z 


AT Q 

05 . 7 


-25 2 


6S04 


100 


.2 


o5 fH 


70 X 

f 7 . 3 


-9n ft 


8558 


105 


.0 


7 a 1 A 


7,'3i . 9 


-7 ? 


6741 


81 


.5 


D 1 


7a 7 


-6. 1 


8556 


100 


.6 


6597 


77.2 


-^25 . 5 


6566 


76 


.6 


6194 


74.7 


-2.7 


6566 


76 


.8 


6194 


74.7 


-2.7 


8751 


ICS 


.6 


7687 


95.2 


-9.9 


10157 


122 


.6 


8521 


100.4 


-16.1 


7666 


92 


.5 


6581 


77.0 


-16.6 


9795 


116 


.2 


7747 


95.5 


-20.9 


7112 


65 


.6 


6194 


74.7 


-12.9 


9^46 


116 


.4 


8111 


97.9 


-15.9 


7567 


88 


.9 


6194 


74.7 


-15.9 


8006 


96 


.6 


6684 


80.7 


-16.5 



71. 



65 



SUHHARY TABLE OP DISPOSABLE INCOME, DISPOSABLE INCOME AS 
A PERCENT OF POVERTY, AND CHANCES IN REAL INCOMES FOR A 
FAMILY OF THREE NITH NA6ES EQUAL TO 75 PERCENT OF POVERTY 







1964 








y pov 






y CHANGE 






TV • V 


7576 


91 .4 


*5.6 




An9l 


AA A 

79 • O 


7C7A 

# 3 /P 


91 4 




AMf AII<^A<k 


OUc. 1 


QA A 

79 • O 


7R7A 


91 4 


-5.4 


UAL X rUKrfJl A 


1n77Q 


1 1 

1 • 1 


Al AA 


9A A 


-24 • 1 




AATl 


1 0A A 


7C7A 

/9 /P 


91 4 


-14.2 


rnNNFrTTrtrr 


1 1IUOO 


191 K 


Al 10 


07 O 

7/ • 7 


-*1 9*4 


nci amadf 


AR7C 


1 nx R 

1 Ud • D 


7C7A 


91 4 


•11.7 




A7AA 


106 0 


7C7A 


91 4 


-*13.8 


ri noTnA 


An9l 


QA A 


7C7A 


91 4 


-5.6 






9A A 


7R7A 
f P 


9l 4 


-5.6 


JlUAHv 


Ql A9 


110 A 


7C7A 


9l A 


-17.5 


Tl 1 TMHT^ 
Jl LL XrflJX 9 


AA09 


lOA X 


7C7A 

/ 9 /P 


91 .4 


-14.0 


TUnt AMA 




1 0A Q 


7R7A 


91 A 


-12.8 


TIIMA 


Qf(^7A 


1 1 1^ A 


7R7A 
/3 /P 


91 4 


•20 . 9 


VVArV«>A«> 


1 O 


1 IT A 


7C7A 


91 A 


•19.5 




An 9 1 


QA A 

7P • O 


7R7A 
/ 3 /P 


91 4 




1 Ot ITCT AMA 
LUUi<9^ ANA 


AO 91 


9A A 


7i^7A 


91 4 


-5.6 




O/ C*T 


lOC T 


7C7A 
/ 7 f p 


91 4 


•13.2 


MADVI AUn 
riAKT LArlU 




1 OA O 


7C7A 
/ D /P 


91 4 


-12.1 


nAdoAun\/dt: 1 la 




lie X 


7C7A 
/ 3 /P 


91 A 


-20 . 7 


MTf^UTP AUI UAVIJC 1 

niCnXwAnll rlATrlt 1 


1 UCOO 


1 9T O 

1 cA • 7 


7C7A 
/D /P 


9l A 

7 1 • 


-26 2 

Cw . C 


MTIkAlirC^T A 

niNTft^H/TA 


4 A 1 AT 

lU 1 03 


4 99 O 

■ cc • y 


70 9C 
/ 7c9 


9R A 
79 • P 


-22 2 




Anc Q 


07 A 
7/ . 


7C7A 
/ 9 /P 


91 A 


-A 1 
P.I 


kJT IDT 


oSBh 


1 Al 9 
1 U 1 • C 


9C9C 
/9/P 


Ql A 
7 1 • H 


-9.6 


nUNTANA 


Acn 1 


1 n9 ^ 
1 UC • O 


7C7C 
/9/P 


91 A 


-10 . 9 




7UHH 


1 no 1 

1 U7 . 1 


7C7A 
/ 9/P 


91 A 


-16 2 


Nr. VAUA 


ACT T 


4 AT n 

1 U2 • u 


7C7C 
/9/P 


91 A 
7 1 • "f 


-11.2 


^iCft>j 111 xfi c 1 1 T nr 
NfcH nAnPbnIRt 


CWl 9 7 
tHc / 


4 4 T A 
1 1 3 • O 


7CTC 
/9 /P 


91 A 
7 1 • H 


-1 9 A 


NtH JcR5cY 




4 4c C 


7C7k 
/9 /O 


Ql A 
71 • H 




NEM MEXICO 


OUOO 


Q7 C 
7/ . O 


7C7A 
/9/ O 


91 A 
7 I ■ "f 


-A 3 
p ■ •# 


Nfcrl YURIS 1 NYU P 




1 4 Q Q 

1 1 T . 7 


/9 rO 


91 A 
7 1 • H 


.A 


NORTH CAKOLINA 


A A 9 1 


OIL A 
70 • O 


7C7A 
/9/P 


Ql A 

7 1 • 




NUKIn UA^UTA 


TC T V 


119 9 

1 1 c • c 


7i;7A 
/9/P 


91 A 


-18.5 


OHIU 




10X 1 


7C7A 

/ 9 ' P 


91 A 


-11.5 


rw 1 A Li/^iwi A 
Cils U AnUriA 


A 7^ A 


1 nc c 


7R7A 
/ 9/P 


91 A 


-13.4 




OA 7^ 


1 4 O 9 

1 1 7 . c 


7i;7A 
/ 9 /O 


91 A 


-23 . 3 


PtrvOY U VANi A 


Q 4 9 Q 

7 1 C 7 


1 1 O 9 
1 I U • c 


/9 /O 


91 A 


-17.0 


KnUJr. IbLANU 


7^ O 5 


1 1 T n 




91 .4 


-19. 1 


OLAJ 1 n L«AKULJir«A 


8021 


96.8 


7576 


91 .4 


-5.6 


SOUTH DAKOTA 


9161 


110,5 


7576 


91 .4 


-17.3 


TENt^ESSEE 


8021 


96.8 


7576 


91 4 


-5.6 


TEXA5 


8021 


96.8 


7576 


91 .4 


-5.6 


UTAH 


9576 


115.6 


6478 


102.3 


-11.5 


VERMONT 


10981 


132.5 


8211 


99. 1 


-25.2 


VIRGINIA 


8^90 


102.5 


7576 


91 .4 


'10.6 


WASHINGTON 


10619 


128.1 


7576 


91 .4 


-28.7 


REST VIRGINIA 


8021 


96.8 


7576 


91 .4 


-5.6 


WISCONSIN 


10<»70 


126.3 


8001 


96,5 


-25.6 


WYOMING 


8192 


98.9 


7576 


91 .4 


-7.5 


AVERAGE 


d9<»5 


107.9 


7646 


92.3 


-14.5 
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SUMMARY TABLE OF OZSPOSABLE INCOME* DZSPOSAaiE INCOME AS 
A PERCENT OF POVERTY* AND CHANCES IN REAL INCOMES FOR A 
FAMILY OF THREE HZTH MAGES EQUAL TO 100 PERCENT OF POVERTY 





196011904 «) 


19 


64 






INCOME 


Z POV 


INCOME 


y. POV 


X CHANGE 


ALABAMA 


9175 


110.7 


8503 


102.6 


-7.3 


ARIZONA 


9175 


110.7 


850S 


102.6 


-7.3 


ARKANSAS 


9175 


110.7 


8503 


102.6 


-7-5 


CALIFORNIA 


11287 


136.2 


8503 


102.6 


-24.7 


COLORADO 


9339 


112.7 


8503 


102.6 


-8.9 


CONNECTICUT 


10574 


127.6 


8503 


102.6 


-19.6 


OELAHARE 


9175 


110.7 


8503 


102.6 


-7.3 


OIST. OF COL. 


9296 


112.2 


8503 


102.6 


-8.5 


FLORIDA 


9175 


110.7 


8503 


102.6 


-7.3 


GEORGIA 


9175 


110.7 


8503 


102.6 


-7.3 


IDAHO 


9690 


116.9 


8503 


102.6 


-12.2 


ILLINOIS 


9318 


112.4 


8503 


102.6 


-8.7 


INDIANA 


9200 


111.0 


8503 


102.6 


"7.6 


lOHA 


10084 


121.7 


8503 


102*6 


-15.7 


KANSAS 


9924 


119.8 


8503 


102.6 


-14.3 


KENTUCKY 


9175 


110.7 


8503 


102.6 


-7.3 


LOUISIANA 


9175 


110,7 


8503 


102.6 


-7.3 


MAINE 


9232 


111.4 


8503 


102.6 


-7.9 


MARYLAND 


9175 


110.7 


8503 


102.6 


-7.3 


MASSACHUSETTS 


10063 


121.4 


8503 


102.6 


-15.5 


MICHIGAN! HAYNE ) 


10776 


130.0 


8503 


102.6 


-21.1 


MINNESOTA 


10691 


129.0 


8503 


102.6 


-20.5 


MISSISSIPPI 


9175 


110.7 


8503 


102.6 


-7.3 


MISSOURI 


9175 


110.7 


8503 


102.6 


-7.3 


MONTANA 


9175 


110.7 


8503 


102.6 


-7.3 


NEBRASKA 


9552 


115.3 


8503 


102.6 


-11.0 


NEVADA 


9175 


110.7 


8503 


102.6 


-7.3 


NEH HAMPSHIRE 


9935 


119.9 


8503 


102.6 


•14.4 


NEH JERSEY 


10084 


121 .7 


8503 


102.6 


-15.7 


NEH MEXICO 


9175 


110.7 


8503 


102.6 


-7.3 


NEH YORK INYC ) 


10446 


126.1 


8503 


102.6 


-18.6 


NORTH CAROLINA 


9175 


110.7 


8503 


102.6 


"7.3 


NORTH DAKOTA 


9807 


118.3 


8503 


102.6 


-13.3 


OHIO 


9175 


110.7 


8503 


102.6 


-7.3 


OKLAHOMA 


9254 


111.7 


8503 


102.6 


-8.1 


OREGON 


10382 


125.3 


8503 


102.6 


-18.1 


PENT^SYLVANIA 


9637 


116.3 


8503 


102.6 


-11.8 


RHODE ISLAND 


9671 


119.1 


8503 


102.6 


-13.9 


SOUTH CAROLINA 


9175 


110.7 


8503 


102.6 


-7.3 


SOUTH DAKOTA 


9669 


116.7 


8503 


102.6 


-12.1 


TENNESSEE 


9175 


110.7 


8503 


102.6 


-7.3 


TEXAS 


9175 


110.7 


8503 


102.6 


-7.3 


UTAH 


10084 


121.7 


8733 


105.4 


-13.4 ' 


VERMONT 


11^13 


157.7 


8503 


102.6 


-25.5 


VIRGINIA 


9175 


110.7 


8503 


102.6 


-7.3 


WASHINGTON 


11127 


134.3 


G503 


102.6 


-23.6 


WEST VIRGINIA 


9175 


110.7 


8503 


102.6 


-7.3 


WISCONSIN 


10978 


152.5 


8503 


102.6 


-22.5 


WYOMING 


9175 


110.7 


8503 


102*6 


-7.3 


AVERAGE 


9665 


116.6 


8508 


102.7 


-12.0 



ERIC 
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SUtMRY TABLE OF DISPOSABLE INCOME, DISPOSABLE INCOME AS 
A PERCENT OF POVERTY, AND CHANCES IN REAL INCOMES FOR A 
FAMILY OF THREE HITH NA6ES EQltAL TO 125 PERCENT OF POVERTY 







V 


M4 




ALABAMA 


INCOME 


Z POV 


INCOME 


/. PW 


CHANGE 


tOOM 


121.3 


9447 


114.0 


*6.0 


AKIZONA 


10054 


121.3 


9447 


114.0 


-6.0 


ARKANSAS 


10054 


121.3 


9447 


114.0 


-6.0 


CALIFORNIA 


11728 


141.5 


9447 


114.0 


-19.5 


COLORADO 


10054 


121*3 


9447 


114.0 


-6.0 


CONNCCTICUr 


10912 


131.7 


9447 


114.0 


-13.4 


OCLAHARE 


10054 


121.3 


9447 


114.0 


-6.0 


OIST. or COL. 


10054 


121.3 


9447 


114.0 


-6.0 


FLORIDA 


10054 


121.3 


9447 


114.0 


-6.0 


GEORGIA 


10054 


121.3 


9447 


114.0 


-6.0 


IDAHO 


10054 


121.3 


9447 


114.0 


*6.0 


ILLINOIS 


10054 


121.3 


9447 


114.0 


-6.0 


INDIANA 


10054 


121.3 


9447 


114.0 


-6.0 


lOHA 


10422 


125.8 


^7 


114.0 


-9.4 


KANSAS 


10263 


123.8 


9447 


114.0 


-8.0 


KENTUCKY 


10054 


121.3 


9447 


114.0 


-6.0 


LOUISIANA 


10054 


121.3 


9447 


114.0 


-6.0 


MAINE 


10054 


121.3 


9447 


114.0 


-6.0 


MARYLAND 


10054 


121.3 


9447 


114.0 


-6.0 


MASSACHUSETTS 


10401 


125.5 


9447 


114.0 


-9.2 


MICHIGANI KAYHC 1 


10998 


132.7 


9447 


114.0 


-14.1 


MINNESOTA 


11029 


133^1 


9447 


114.0 


-14.3 


MISSISSIPPI 


10054 


121.3 


9447 


114.0 


-6.0 


MISSOURI 


10054 


121.3 


9447 


114.0 


-6.0 


MONTANA 


10054 


121.3 


9447 


114.0 


-6.0 


NEBRASKA 


10054 


121.3 


9447 


114.0 


-6.0 


NEV/lOA 


10054 


121.3 


9447 


114.0 


-6.0 


NEN HAMPSHIRE 


1027S 


124.0 


9447 


114.0 


-8.0 


NEN JERSEY 


10422 


125.8 


9447 


114.0 


-9.4 


NEN MEXICO 


10054 


121.3 


944 7 


114.0 


-6.0 


NEN YORK 1 NYC 1 


10784 


130.1 


9447 


114.0 


-12.4 


NORTH CAROLINA 


10054 


121.3 


9447 


114.0 


-6.0 


NORTH DAKOTA 


10145 


122.4 


9447 


114.0 


-6.9 


OHIO 


10054 


121.3 


9447 


114.0 


-6.0 


OKLAHOMA 


10054 


121.3 


9447 


114. J 


-6.0 


OREGON 


10720 


129.4 


'9447 


114.0 


-11.9 


PENNSYLVANIA 


10054 


121.3 


9447 


114.0 


-6.0 


RHODE ISLAND 


10209 


123.2 


9447 


114.0 


-7.5 


SOUTH CAROLINA 


100S4 


121 .3 


9447 


114.0 


-6.0 


SOUTH DAKOTA 


10054 


121.3 


9447 


114.0 


-6.0 


TENNESSEE 


10054 


121.3 


9447 


114.0 


-6.0 


TEXAS 


100S4 


121.3 


9447 


114.0 


-6.0 


UTAH 


10422 


125.0 


9447 


114.0 


-9.4 


VERMONT 


12017 


145.0 


9447 


114.0 


-21.4 


VIRGINIA 


100S4 


121 .3 


9447 


114.0 


-6.0 


WASHINGTON 


11500 


138.8 


9447 


114.0 


-17.9 


WEST VIRGINIA 


10054 


121.3 


9447 


114.0 


-6,0 


WISCOr^IN 


11287 


136.2 


9447 


114.0 


-16.3 


WYOMING 


10054 


121.3 


9^47 


114.0 


-6.0 


AVERAGE 


10512 


124.4 


9447 


114.0 


-8.4 



APPENDIX C 



STATE SUMMARY TABLES OF DISPOSABLE INCOME, 

DISPOSABLE INCOME AS A PERCENT OF POVERTY, AND 

CHANGES IN REAL INCOME FOR WAGES EQUAL TO 50, 

75. 100 AND 125 PERCENT OF POVERTY FOR A SINGLE 

PARENT WITH TWO CHILDREN WITH CHILD CARE EXPENSES 



NOTE: Disposable income is AFDC + food stamps + 

wages less Federal income and payroll taxes 

and child care expenses 



Wages 



1980 



1984 



50% of poverty 
75% of poverty 
100% of poverty 
125% of poverty 



$3,270 
4,904 
6,539 
8,174 



$4,144 
6,215 
8,287 

10,359 



Child care expenses for: 



50% of poverty 
75% of poverty 
100% of poverty 
125% of poverty 



654 
981 
1,200 
1,200 



829 



1,243 
1,515 
1,515 



ERIC 
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SIMMARY TABLE OF DISPOSABLE INCOME* DISPOSABLE INCOME AS 
A PERCENT OF POVERTY, AND CHANGES IN REAL INCOMES FOR A 
FAMILY OF THREE HITH HAGES EQUAL TO SO PERCENT OF POVERTY 







1984 






INCOME 


Z POV 


INCOHE 


X POV 


y. CHANGE 


ALABAMA 


6132 


74.0 


5591 


67.5 


-8.8 


ARIZONA 


7026 


64.8 


5591 


67.5 


-20.4 


ARKANSAS 


6590 


79.5 


5591 


67.5 


-15.2 


CALIFORNIA 


9911 


119.6 


8272 


99.8 


-16.5 


COLORADO 


7965 


96.1 


6869 


82.9 


-15.7 


CONNECTICUT 


9198 


111.0 


8197 


98.9 


-10.9 


OELAHARE 


7707 


95.0 


6021 


72.7 


-21 .9 


DIST. OF COL. 


7920 


95.6 


6122 


73,9 


-22.7 


FLORIDA 


6952 


85.9 


5591 


67.5 


-19.6 


GEORGIA 


6622 


79.9 


5591 


67.5 


-15.6 


IDAHO 




100.3 


6164 


74.4 


-25.9 


ILLINOIS 


79^2 


95.8 


6147 


74.2 


-22.6 


INDIANA 


7824 


94.4 


5929 


71.5 


-24.2 


I ON A 


8708 


105.1 


6654 


80.1 


-23.8 


KANSAS 


8548 


105.2 


6745 


81.4 


-21.1 


KENTUCKY 


6877 


85.0 


5591 


67.5 


-18.7 


LOUISIANA 


6717 


81.1 


5591 


67.5 


-16.8 


MAINE 


7856 


94.8 


6654 


80.1 


-15.6 


MARYLAND 


7750 


95.5 


6594 


77.2 


-17.5 


MASSACHUSETTS 


8687 


104.8 


6957 


85.7 


-20.1 


MICHIGANf HAYNE ) 


9400 


115.4 


6755 


81.3 


-28.4 


MINNESOTA 


9315 


112.4 


8012 


96.7 


-14.0 


MISSISSIPPI 


6765 


81 .6 


5907 


71 .3 


-12.7 


MISSOURI 


7S16 


90. 7 


5819 


70.2 


-22.6 


MONTANA 


7655 


92.1 


6599 


77.2 


-16.2 


f4EBRASKA 


8176 


98.7 


6550 


79.0 


-19.9 


NEVADA 


7665 


92.5 


5591 


67.5 


-27.1 


NEN HAMPSHIRE 


8559 


105.5 


6785 


81 .9 


-20.7 


NEH JERSEY 


8708 


105.1 


6844 


82.6 


-21 .4 


NEH MEXICO 


7218 


87.1 


5777 


69.7 


-20.0 


NEH YORK INYC > 


9070 


109.4 


7700 


92.9 


-to. 1 


NORTH CAROLINA 


6920 


83.5 


5591 


67.5 


-19.2 


NORTH DAKOTA 


8451 


101 .7 


6609 


79.8 


-21 .6 


OHIO 


7675 


92.6 


592V 


71 .5 


-22.8 


OKLAHOMA 


7878 


95. 1 


5979 


72.1 


«24.1 


OREGON 


9006 


108.7 


7126 


86.0 


-20.9 


PE^^JSYLVANIA 


8261 


99. 7 


6550 


79.0 


-20.7 


RHODE ISLAND 


8495 


102.5 


7895 


95.5 


-7.1 


SO^iTH CAROLINA 


6518 


78.7 


5591 


67. S 


-14.2 


SOUTH DAKOTA 


8293 


100. 1 


6374 


76.9 


-23.1 


TEr><tJEr>GEE 


61 74 


74.5 


5591 


67.5 


-9.5 


TEXAS 


61M 


73.7 


5591 


67.5 


-8,5 


UTAH 


8 708 


t05. 1 


7591 


91.6 


-12.8 


VERMOfn 


10113 


122.0 


8297 


100.1 


-18.0 


VIRGirJiA 


7622 


92.0 


t.357 


76. 7 


-16.6 


HAGHUKJTON 


9751 


117.7 


7/24 


93.2 


-20.8 


WEST VIRGINIA 


7069 


65.5 


5591 


67.5 


-20.9 


W15C0fr:.lN 


9602 


115.9 


8067 


97.6 


-15.6 


WYOMING 


7324 


66.4 


58^6 


70.4 


-i:0 3 


AVERAGE 


79^3 


95. 9 


6462 


78.0 


-18.7 



ERIC 
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70 



SUMMARY TABLE OF DISPOSABLE INCOME* DISPOSABLE INCOME AS 
A PERCENT OF POVERTY* AND CHANGES IN HEAL INCOMES FOR A 
FAMILY OF THREE HITH HAGES EQUAL TO 75 PERCENT OF POVERTY 





1980(198^ »l 


198^ 








INCunt 


A rUV 




: POV 




ALABAMA 




OH . 3 


0030 


80. 


5 


->a 7 


ARIZONA 


77cb 


9 


0090 


80. 


5 


-IT A 

1 d . O 


ARKANSAS 




AO O 

88. 0 


oo!>o 


80.5 


•A 7 
•O . f 


CALII-ORNIA 


lOo 1 1 


1 9o n 
1 CO . U 


A1 T 0 

Ol 3 ^ 


98. 


2 


•.9T X 
"^3 . 3 


COLORADO 


8663 


1 n^. c 
1 UH . 3 


079U 


85. 


9 


- 1 0 A 

" 1 7 . O 


CONNECTICUT 


AO AO 

98 98 


1 1 T . H 


OOO 3 


97.5 


«i1 A K 


DELAHARE 


6^08 


4 n 4 C 


0090 


80.5 


«9n A 


DIST. OF COL. 


9 1 
OOC 1 


1 f\£k. n 

1 UH . V 


0090 


80. 


5 




FLORIDA 


7bDC 


TC . 3 


06SK3 


80. 


5 


-IT 0 


GEORGIA 


7>CC 


OO . H 


OODO 


80. 


5 


T . 1 


IDAHO 


on 1 ^ 


4 no A 

i Uo . O 


0090 


80. 


5 


1 

^CO . 1 


ILLINOIS 




1 nCk T 

1 U*v • A 


0070 


80. 


5 


C 3 ■ V 


XNDX ANA 


OC 9C 


1 UC . T 


jLi^CA 

ooz>o 


80. 


5 


-21 9 


I OH A 


tHUO 


1 1 T C 

113.9 


OODO 


80. 


5 


C T . C 


KANSAS 


09/V0 


1 1 1 . O 


^L. CA 
0090 


80. 


5 


-?A 0 


KENTUCKY 


7577 


O 4 

7l . H 


i.^ CA 


80. 


3 


-1 ? 1 


LOUISIANA 




OA C 

Ot . 9 


OOPO 


80. 


5 


-In 9 


MAINE 


OCC 7 


4 OT T 

1 U3 . 3 




80. 


5 




MARYLAND 




1 n9 n 


iLiLCA 
00£>0 


80. 


3 


C f « c 


MASSACHUSETTS 


AT 7 


1 1 T T 


OOU3 


82. 


,1 




MICHIGAN( HAYNE ) 


1 0 1 00 


1 91 O 

1 C 1 . T 


^^CA 
0090 


80. 


5 


-xa 1 


MINNESOTA 


1 001 5 


4 9A A 

1 ZO • 7 


70 70 

70 7o 


95.1 


-2 1 5 


MISSISSIPPI 


768^ 


09 "7 

9Z . 7 


^ C O 

6658 


80. 


,5 


-IT ^ 


MISSOURI 


821 6 


AO 4 

99. 1 


6658 


80. 


.5 


1 o n 


MONTANA 


8353 


1 UU . O 


^i. CO 

ooi>o 


80 


.5 


- ?n 1 


NEBRASKA 


8876 


4 AY 4 

107.1 


CO 

oolbo 


80. 


.5 


-2^ n 


NEVADA 


8565 


4 AA O 
1 00 . T 


CO 


80. 


.5 




NEH HAMPSHIRE 


A 9 e o 


4 4 4 7 

1 1 1 . r 


iLi^CA 
OO^O 


80 


.5 


-2A 1 


NEH JERSEY 




113.5 


1. CO 
0090 


80, 


.5 


-29 2 


NEH MEXICO 


7918 


95 . 5 


Oo!>o 


80 


.5 


- ii; 4 


NEH YORK INYC ) 


9770 


4 4 Y A 

117.9 


7566 


91 


.5 


-22 ^ 


NORTH CAROLINA 


76 20 


91 . 9 


^ c o 

6658 


80 


.5 


- 1 9 


fX)RTH DAKOTA 


91 32 


4 4a 4 

110.2 


665o 


80 


.5 


-97 1 


OHIO 


8376 


4 n 4 1 

101 . 1 


^ CO 


80 


.3 


cU ■ 7> 


OKLAHOMA 


8578 


4 AT C 

103.5 


^ ^ CO 


80 


.5 


-22 <^ 


OREGON 


9706 


14 7 4 


i- i- CA 


80 


.5 


-Tl ^ 
3 • . H 


PENT^SYLVANIA 


8961 


4 AO 4 

lOo . 1 


a CO 
6658 


80 


.3 




RHODE ISLAND 


91 95 


4 4 1 A 
111.0 


77A 1 

/ 7r^ 1 


93 


.7 


-1 C ^ 


SOUTH CAROLINA 


f 5ob 


AO 1 

O T . 1 


OQ ITw 


80 


.3 


>0 A 


SOUTH DAKOTA 


8993 


108.5 


6658 


80 


.5 


-26 . 0 


TENT^ESSEE 


6983 




6658 


80 


.3 




TEXAS 


6983 




a658 


80 


.3 


7 


UTAH 


9408 


113.5 


8022 


96 


.8 


-U.7 


VERMONT 


10685 


128.9 


S\b<^ 


98.5 


-23.6 


VIRGINIA 


8322 


100.^ 


6658 


80 


.5 


-20.0 


WASHINGTON 


10^52 


126.1 


7590 


91 


.6 




WEST VIRGINIA 


7769 


93.7 


6658 


80 


.3 


-U.3 


HISCOt^IN 


10303 






96 


.0 


-22.8 


HYOMING 


802<^ 


96.8 


6658 


80 


.3 


-17.0 


AVERAGE 


8656 




6896 


83 


,2 


-20.3 



77 



71 



SUMMARY TABLE OF DISPOSABLE INCOME » DISPOSABLE INCOME AS 
A PERCENT OF POVERTY, AND CHANGES IN REAL INCOMES FOR A 
FAMIVY OF THREE HITH HAGES EQUAL TO 100 PERCENT OF POVERTY 





1980( 1984 $1 


1984 






INCOME 


y. pov 


INCOME 


y. POV 


y CHANGE 


ALABAMA 


8080 


97.5 


7551 


91 .1 


-6.5 


ARIZONA 


8217 


99.2 


7551 


91 .1 


-8.1 


ARKANSAS 


8080 


97.5 


7551 


91 .1 


-6.5 


CALIFORNIA 


11124 


134.2 


7952 


96.0 


-28.5 


COLORADO 


9154 


110.5 


7551 


91 .1 


-17.5 


CONNECTICUT 


10389 


125.4 


7877 


95.1 


-24.2 


DELAWARE 


8898 


107.4 


7551 


91 .1 


-15.1 


DIST. OF COL. 


9111 


109.9 


7551 


91 .1 


-17.1 


FLORIDA 


8143 


98.3 


7551 


91 .1 


-7.3 


GEORGIA 


8080 


97.5 


7551 


91 . 1 


-6.5 


IDAHO 


9505 


114.7 


7551 


91 .1 


-20.6 


ILLINOIS 


9133 


110.2 


75S1 


91 .1 


-17.3 


INDIANA 


9016 


108.8 


7551 


91 .1 


-16.2 




9899 


119.5 


7551 


91 .1 


-2S.7 


KANSAS 


9739 


117.5 


7551 


91 .1 


-22.5 


KENTUCKY 


8080 


97.5 


7551 


91 . 1 


-6.5 


LOUISIANA 


8080 


97.5 


7551 


91 .1 


-6.5 


MAINE 


9047 


109.2 


7551 


91 .1 


-16.5 


MARYLAND 


8941 


107.9 


7551 


91-1 


-15.5 


MASSACHUSETTS 


9878 


119.2 


7551 


91 .1 


-23.6 


MICHIGAN! WAYNE ) 


10591 


127.8 


7551 


91 .1 


-28.7 


MINNESOTA 


10506 


126.8 


7692 


92.8 


-26.8 


MISSISSIPPI 


8326 


100.5 


7551 


91 .1 


-9.3 


MISSOURI 


8707 


105. t 


7551 


91 .1 


-13.3 


MONTANA 


8824 


106.5 


7551 


91 .1 


-14.4 


NEBRASKA 


9367 


113.0 


7551 


91 .1 


-19.4 


NEVADA 


8856 


106.9 


7551 


91 .1 


-14.7 


NEW HAMPSHIRE 


9750 


117.7 


7551 


91 .1 


-22.6 


NEW JERSEY 


9899 


119.5 


7551 


91 .1 


-2S.7 


NEW MEXICO 


8409 


i 101 .5 


7551 


91 .1 


-10.2 


NEW YORK (NYC» 


10261 


^ 123.8 


7551 


91 .1 


-26.4 


NORTH CAROLINA 


8111 


97.9 


7551 


91 .1 


-6.9 


NORTH DAKOTA 


9622 


116.1 


7551 


91 .1 


-21 .5 


OHIO 


8866 


107.0 


7551 


91 .1 


-14.8 


OKLAHOMA 


9069 


109.4 


7551 


91 .1 


-16.7 


OREGON 


10197 


123.0 


7551 


91 .1 


-26.0 


PENNSYLVANIA 


94 5 2 


114.1 


7551 


91 .1 


-20.1 


RHODE ISLAND 


9686 


116.9 


7551 


91 .1 


-22.0 


SOUTH CAROLINA 


8060 


97.5 


7551 


91 .1 


-6.5 


SOUTH DAKOTA 


9^84 


114.4 


7551 


91 .1 


-20.4 


TENNESSEE 


8080 


97.5 


7551 


91 .1 


-6.5 


TEXAS 


8080 


97.5 


7551 


91 .1 


-6.5 


UTAH 


9899 


119.5 


8342 


100.7 


-15.7 


VERMONT 


11413 


157.7 


7978 


96.3 


-30.1 


VIRGINIA 


8613 


106.4 


7551 


91 .1 


-14,3 


WASHIf^GTON 


10896 


131 .5 


7551 


91 .1 


-30.7 


WEST VIRGINIA 


6260 


99. 7 


7551 


91 .1 


-8.6 


WISCONSIN 


10683 


128.9 


7768 


93.7 


27.3 


WYOMING 


6515 


102.8 


7551 


91 .1 


-11.3 


AVERAGE 


9210 


111.1 


75*>8 


91 .7 


-17.5 



78 



72 



SUMMARY TABLE OF DISPOSABLE INCOME > DISPOSABLE INCOME AS 
A PERCENT OF POVERTY, AND CHANGES IN REAL INCOMES FOR A 
FAMILY OF THREE HITH WAGES EQUAL TO 125 PERCENT OF POVERTY 

1960M98<» $1 1964 











'/ POV 


y. CHANGE 




MUX 


109. 1 


6596 


105 7 




9 






109 1 

1 V 7 • 1 


7 V 


105 . 7 




9 






1 09 1 

1 V 7 • f 


6596 


105 . 7 


-4. 


9 




1 1 79A 




6596 


105 7 


-26 . 


7 




9S1 7 


1 la A 


6596 


105 7 


"•9, 


7 


rnuurrTTri it 


1 HTHQ 

1 U r U 7 


1 7 • s» 


6596 


105 .7 


*19. 


7 


Ut L AiiAKl: 




111 A 


A^06 

0«7 7Q 


105 7 


-7. 


2 


Ul d i • Ur L>vlL • 


7H f Z> 


1 16 T 

1 1 "f • 3 


W7 7W 


105 7 


• 9 , 


5 




TW"f •* 


109. 1 


6596 


1D5 7 


. 


9 




TU"t 3 


109. 1 


6596 


105 . 7 

1 V 3 • ' 


*^ . 


9 


Tn A Ufk 

lu A nu 




119 1 

1 1 7 • 1 


07 7V 


105 7 


•12 . 


9 




06 oik 


116 6 
1 1 "f • 9 


6596 


105 7 


-9 . 


5 


TUnT AUA 
IrfU 1 ANA 


7Q 

73 • 7 


1 1 X 2 
1 1 3 . c 


6596 


105 . 7 


*8. 


3 


T Aii A 
1 v/rf A 


1 UfeO 3 


%7X tK 

1 C 3 » Q 


07 7 V 


105. 7 


•1 6 . 


2 


If au<^ a C 
r ArOA^ 


1 U 1 U3 


191 0 

1 c 1 . 7 


7V 


105 7 


*16 


9 

T 




7V*f 3 


100 1 

1 V 7 . 1 


7W 


105 . 7 




9 


LUUlol ANA 


tUH 3 


1 09 1 

1 V7 . 1 


Ac; 06 


105 7 




9 


MAT i^itr 


7^ 1 1 


11^ 6 

1 1 3 • 0 


7 V 


105 7 


-8 . 


7 


M A D V 1 A Un 

riAKY «. ANU 


73 


112 X 




105 7 


-7. 


^ 


MaC<^ aTUI Kir TTC 




12^6 


6S96 


105 7 


"16. 


1 


MTPuTnAuf ujA vur 1 

niL.nl VAN! rIA T Nt f 


1 nooft 

1 \I 7 TO 


1^2 7 


6596 


105 . 7 


-21 


3 


nir^r^t L>ui a 




\X\ 2 
1 3 1 • £ 


07 7V 


105 7 


-21 


0 


fcJT«*'*TC»CTDnT 

ni5«>l^dirHl 


7UH 3 


100 1 


OZf 7 V 


105 7 

1 \/3 . » 


•^ . 


9 


MT <^ f^ni IDT 


on7n 


1 09 ^ 

1 u 7 . ^ 


6596 


105 . 7 


-5 . 


2 


MTUJT Akl A 

nUf 4 1 ANA 


Ot A7 

7 1 O f 


1 1 n 0 


A^06 


105 7 


-6 . 


1^ 


KjmD A^V A 
Nt DH A ^>rk A 


7 A 3U 


117 6 


6596 


105 7 


-1 1 . 


7 


Nt V** U A 


0'> 1 0 

7». 1 7 


111 1 


6596 


105 . 7 


-6. 


8 


»iru mamdhiTdp 

itr n nAnroniKt 




122.0 


6596 


105 . 7 


-15. 


0 


Nt H Jt K^t T 


1 U^O 3 


1 A 


6596 


105 . 7 


*16 . 


2 


Ntn MtXlCU 


7UH 3 


1 0Q 1 

1 U 7 , 1 


09 7 V 


105.7 


*6 


9 


NEW YORK » NYC I 


1 Uh<o 


19 7 n 


AC06 

03 7O 


1 0T 7 

1 U3 • » 


-18 


3 


NURTH CAROllNA 




100 1 

1 U 7 . 1 


w3 7V 


1 05 7 


«6 . 


9 


NOR T H UArii 1 A 


qqa^ 

7 7OO 




W9 7 V 


105 7 


-1 5 


0 


OHIO 


*TC 3U 


111 6 


A(»0^ 

09 TO 


105 7 


*6 . 


9 


OK L AHOnA 


7** 3 


1 1 T A 

113.0 


Ai;o6 

0 3 T V 


105 7 


-6 


9 


OKt OON 




1 9^ 0 


09T V 


105.7 


-1 7 


6 


PEN^^G f I VAN! A 


oft 1 C 


1 1 A ^ 




105 7 


-1 2 




RHODE IblAND 


1 OubO 


1 7 f T 

1 C 1 . 3 


03 7O 


1 0T 7 




5 


l»OUTn LAKOLiNA 


"U*"* 3 


109 1 

1 u 7 » 1 


6596 


105.7 




9 


SOUTH DAKOTA 


98<»7 


118.8 


8596 


105.7 


-12 


7 


TElNlf LESSEE 


90<»5 


109. 1 


6596 


105.7 




9 


TEXAS 




109. 1 


8696 


105.7 




9 


UTAH 


10265 


125.8 


6698 


10s. 0 


-15 


2 


VERMONT 


1201 7 


1<*5.0 


6596 


105.7 


-28 


5 


VIRGINIA 


91 77 


110.7 


8596 


105.7 


-6 


5 


HASHINGTON 


11 BOO 


158.8 


8596 


105.7 


-25 


2 


HEST VIRGINIA 


90^^ 5 


109. 1 


8596 


105.7 




9 


HI scores IN 


t 1287 


156.2 


8596 


105.7 


-25 


8 






109. 1 


8596 


105.7 




9 


AVERAGE 


9;<45 


117.6 


8598 


105.8 


-11 .8 



79 ^ 



APPENDIX D 



STATE SUMMARY TABLES OF DISPOSABLE 
INCOME, DISPOSABLE INCOME AS A PERCENT OF POVERTY, 
AND CHANGES IN REAL INCOME FOR WAGES EQUAL TO 50^ 
75, 100 AND 125 PERCENT OF POVERTY FOR A SINGLE 
PARENT WITH THREE CHILDREN 



NOTE: Disposable income is AFDC + food stamps + 

wages less Federal income and payroll taxes 

Wages 

1980 1984 



50% of poverty $4,193 $5,313 

75% of poverty 6,289 7,970 

100% of poverty 8,385 10,626 

125% of poverty 10,481 13,283 

(73) 



ERIC 60 I. 



74 

SUMMARY TABLE OF DISPOSABLE INCOME, DISPOSABLE INCOME AS 
A PERCENT OF POVERTY, AND CHANGES IN REAL INCOMES FOR A 



FAMILY OF FOUR HITH 


WAGES EQUAL TO 


50 PERCENT 


OF 


POVERTY 




10601 196^ $1 


1984 








INCOtlE 


X POV 


INCOME > 


: POV 


X CHANC 


ALABAMA 


7970 


75.0 


775V 


72 


.8 


-5.0 


ARIZONA 


86S1 


81 


7751 


72 


.8 


-10.6 


ARKANSAS 


8055 


75.8 


7751 


72 


.8 


-4.0 


CALIFORNIA 


120^7 


1 13.^ 


9856 


92 


.6 


-18.4 


COLORADO 


9790 


92. 1 


8426 


79 


. 5 


-13.9 


COrfflECTICUT 


11132 


10^.6 


9655 


90 


. 7 


-15.4 


DELAWARE 


9375 


88.2 


7751 


72 


.8 


-17.5 


OIST. OF COL. 


9769 


91 .9 


7751 


72 


.8 


-20.9 


FLORIDA 


8502 


80.0 


7751 


72 


.8 


-9. 1 


GEORGIA 


8108 


76.5 


7751 


72 


.8 


-4.6 


IDAHO 


9961 


95. 7 


7751 


72 


.8 


-22 .4 


ILLIhX)IS 


9780 


92.0 


7751 


72 


.8 


-20.9 


INDIANA 


9535 


89, 7 


7751 


72 


.8 


-18.9 


I OH A 


1051<^ 


98. 9 


7751 


72 


.8 


-26.5 


KANGAS 


10205 


96.0 


7857 


75 


.8 


-25.2 


KENTUCKY 


8555 


80.5 


7751 


72 


.6 


-9.6 


LOUISIANA 


8321 


78. 5 


7751 


72 


.8 


-7. 1 


MAir^E 


9801 


92. 2 


8089 


76 


. 1 


-17.5 


MARYLAND 


952^ 


89.6 


7751 


72 


.8 


-18.8 


MASSACHUSETTS 


1051^ 


98. 9 


6182 


77 


.0 


-22.2 


MICHIGAN^ HAYNE ) 


1 1387 


107. 2 


7997 


75 


. 5 


-29 .8 


MINNESOTA 


1 1227 


105. 7 


9425 


88 


, 7 


-16.1 


MISSISSIPPI 


85^5 


80.^ 


7751 


72 


.8 


-9.5 


MISSOURI 


9K1 


86.0 


7751 


72 


.8 


-15.4 


MONTANA 


9577 


90, 1 


7862 


74 


.0 


-17.9 


NEBRASKA 


9993 


9<».0 


7820 


75 


.6 


-21 . 7 


NEVADA 


9396 


88,^ 


7751 


72 


.8 


-17.7 


rjEH HAMPSHIRE 


10227 


96,2 


7896 


74 


.5 


-22.8 


NEH JERSEY 


10<»6l 


98,^ 


8014 


75 


.4 


-25 .4 


NEW MEXICO 


8896 


85.7 


7751 


72 


.8 


-15.1 


NEW YORK (NYC 1 


11121 


10^,7 


9187 


86 


.5 


-17.4 


NORTH CAROLINA 


8289 


78.0 


7751 


72 


.8 


-6.7 


NORTH DAKOTA 


10397 


**7.8 


7963 


74 


.9 


-23 .4 


OHIO 


9535 


89, 7 


7751 


72 


.8 


-18.9 


OKLAHOMA 


9769 


91 , 9 


7731 


72 


.8 


-20 . 9 


0REG0f4 


107<^8 


101 .2 


61 70 


76 


.9 


-24.0 


PEr^^GYLVANlA 


10110 


95. 1 


7751 


72.8 


-25.5 


RHODE ISLAND 


10195 


95. 9 


9184 


86 


.4 


-9.9 


SOUTH CAROLINA 


8330 


78.^ 


7751 


72.8 


-7.2 


SOUTH DAKOTA 


9897 


95.1 


7731 


72 


.8 


-21 . 9 


TErtJESCEE 


7970 


75.0 


7751 


72 


.8 


-5.0 


TEXAS 


7970 


75.0 


7751 


72 


.8 


-5.0 


UTAH 


10621 


99,9 


9479 


89 


.2 


-10.7 


V£ RMONT 


1 1930 


1 U.5 


9517 


89 


.6 


-20.2 


VIRGIfilA 


9301 


87,5 


7751 


72 


.8 


-16.9 


WASHINGTON 


11760 


110.7 


9145 


86 


.1 


-22.2 


WfST VIRGINIA 


870^ 


81 .9 


7731 


72 


.8 


-11 .2 


wir.co?:3iN 


11 685 


110.0 


9635 


90 


.7 


-17.5 


WY0tlU4G 


8928 


8^.0 


7731 


72,8 


-13.4 


AVf PAOE 


9719 


91,5 


8112 


76 


.3 


-16.5 



ERIC 
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SUMMARY TABLE OF DISPOSABLE INCOME, DISPOSABLE XNCOHC AS 
A PERCEMT OF POVERTY, AND CHANGES IN REAL INCOMES FOR A 
FAMILY OF FOUR MITH HA6ES EQUAL TO 75 PERCEMT OF POVERTY 





1980( 


1984 $1 


1984 






INCOME 


X POV 


INCOHE > 


f POV 


X CHANGE 


ALABAMA 


9882 


93.0 


9127 


65.9 


'7.6 


ARIZONA 


9882 


93.0 


9127 


85.9 


-7.6 


ARKANSAS 


9882 


93.0 


9127 


85.9 


-7.6 


CALIFORNIA 


129H 


121 .5 


9544 


89.8 


-26.1 


COLORADO 


10657 


100.3 


9127 


85.9 


-14.4 


CONNECTICUT 


11999 


112.9 


9343 


87.9 


-22.1 


DELAHARE 


102^2 


96.4 


9127 


85.9 


-10.9 


DIST OF COL. 


10636 


100. 1 


9127 


85.9 


-14.2 


FLORIDA 


9882 


93.0 


9127 


85.9 


-7.6 


GEORGIA 


9882 


93.0 


9127 


85.9 


-7.6 


IDAHO 


10828 


101.9 


9127 


85.9 


-15.7 


ILLINOIS 


106<^7 


100.2 


9127 


85.9 


-14.3 


INDIANA 


10^02 


97.9 


9127 


85.9 


-12.3 


lOHA 


11381 


107.1 


9127 


85.9 


-19.8 


KANSAS 


11073 


104.2 


9127 


85.9 


-17.6 


KENTUCKY 


9882 


93.0 


9127 


85.9 


-7.6 


LOUISIANA 


9882 


93.0 


9127 


85*9 


-7.6 


MAINE 


10668 


100.4 


9127 


85.9 


-14.4 


MARYLAND 


10391 


97,8 


9127 


85.9 


-12.2 


MASSAC HUSE TTS 


11381 


107.1 


9127 


85.9 


-19.8 


MICHIGAN! HAYNE 1 


1225^ 


115.5 


9127 


85.9 


-25.5 


MIN^JESOTA 


1209<» 


113.8 


9127 


85.9 


-24.5 


MISSISSIPPI 


9882 


93.0 


9127 


85.9 


-7.6 


1 V A ^OWWn A 


10008 


94.2 


9127 


85.9 


-8,8 


MONTANA 




98.3 


9127 


85.9 


-12.6 


NEBRASKA 


10860 


102.2 


9127 


85.9 


-16.0 


NEVADA 


10263 


96.6 


9127 


85.9 


-11.1 


NEH HAMPSHIRE 


1109<^ 


104.4 


9127 


85.9 


-17.7 


NEH JERSEY 


1 1328 


106.6 


9127 


85.9 


-19.4 


NEH MEXICO 


9882 


93.0 


9127 


85.9 


-7.6 


NrH YORK 1 NYC \ 


1 H88 


112.8 


9127 


86.9 


-23.9 


NDPTH CAROLINA 


9882 


93.0 


9127 


85.9 


-7.6 


NORTH DAKOTA 


iie6<^ 


106.0 


9127 


85.9 


- 19.0 


OHIO 


I0<f02 


97.9 


9127 


85.9 


-12.3 


OK 1 AHOHA 


10636 


100. 1 


9127 


85.9 


-14.2 




11615 


109.3 


9127 


85.9 


-21 .4 




10977 


103.3 


9127 


85.9 


-16.9 


RHOOF ISLAND 


1 1062 


104.1 


9127 


85.9 


-17.5 


SOUTH CAROLINA 


9862 


93.0 


9127 


85.9 


-7.6 


SOUTH DAKOTA 


1076<i 


101,3 


9127 


85.9 


-15.2 


TENNESSEE 


9882 


93.0 


9127 


85.9 


-7.6 


TEXAS 


9882 


93.0 


9127 


85.9 


-7.6 


UTAH 


11^68 


108. 1 


9980 


95.9 


-13.1 


VERMONT 


12797 


120.4 


9225 


86.8 


-27.9 


VIRGINIA 


10168 


95.7 


9127 


85.9 


-10.2 


HASHINGTON 


12627 


118.8 


9127 


85.9 


-27.7 


HEST VIRGINIA 


9882 


93.0 


9127 


85.9 


-7.6 


HISCOfiSIN 


12552 


118. 1 


9343 


87.9 


-25.6 


WYOMING 


«>882 


93.0 


9127 


85.9 


-7.6 


AVERAGE 


10778 


101 .4 


9163 


86.2 


-15.0 



er|c Be 



76 



SUHMARY TABLE OF DISPOSABLE XNCOhE» DISPOSABLE INCOHE AS 
A PERCENT OF POVERTY* AND CHANGES IN REAL INCOHES FOR A 
FAMILY OF FOUR WITH HAGES EQUAL TO 100 PERCENT OF POVERTY 







1984 












Z POV 


7Aif*muc^ V 

INCOoE / 


: POV 


X CHANGE 




1 1 05 / 


103.9 


4 Ala 9 

1 05o 1 


97.7 




Q 

7 


ARl £ UNA 


1 1 03 f 


10S.9 


4 nTfl4 

1 0501 


97. 


7 


""D . 


Q 

7 




1 1 05 / 


103 


.9 


i 05o 1 


97. 


7 


. 


7 


L Aul r UHNA A 


4 T 1 7/W 


124.0 


f n7 O 4 
} 0581 


97. 


7 


*C 1 • 


^ 

C, 




1 I 0^7 


104.5 


4 nTa4 

1 U5o 1 


97. 


7 


""O . 


1^. 


LUNNfcL 1 ILU! 




117 


.1 


1 0581 


97. 


7 


I o . 


O 




1 1 At 7 

1 1 037 


103 


9 


4 nTfi4 

1 U5o 1 


97. 


7 


""2> . 


o 

7 


U lol . Ur COL • 


4 1 7 A 

1 I 0 /O 


104 


.3 


4 nTtt4 

1 05o 1 


97. 


7 


-A 
o . 


T 


r LURX OA 


1 1 AT 7 


103 


9 




97. 


7 




Q 

7 


be URb I A 


1 1 n T 7 

1 1 05 / 


103 


.9 


1 U50 1 


97. 


7 


»c 

9 . 


o 

7 


1 u AMU 


1 1 fc07 


106 


.1 


4 nTAl 


97.7 


- 7 
/ . 


q 

7 


ILL irnJib 


1 1 OoO 


104 


.4 


4 nzAi 

1 U50 1 


97.7 




•t 


1 NU 1 A NA 


1 105 / 


103 


.9 


4 nTAl 
1 U5d 1 


7 / . 


7 
/ 


-K 
3 . 


A 

7 


1 UHA 


4 4 0 9 7 


111 


.3 


1 AT A 4 

1 U50 1 


7 / « 


7 

/ 


1 C . 


£. 


V A kf^ A ^ 


1 1 C 1 ^ 

1 I b I H 


108.4 


4 ATA 1 

1 U5ol 


O 7 

7 / . 


7 

/ 


7 . 


A 

O 


F tNTUl^K Y 


i i fXlt 7 

1 105/ 


103 


.9 


4 ATA 4 

1 05O 1 


07 


7 

/ 




7 


1 1 T T A Al A 

LUUIbX ANA 


1 105/ 


103 


. 9 


4 AT A 4 

1 058 1 


07 

7 / 


7 
/ 


«c 

""D « 


7 


MAINE 


1 1 1 1 n 

1 1 1 1 0 


104 


.6 


1 AT A 4 

1 0581 


07 

7 / . 


7 

/ 


"•O . 


O 


MARYL ANU 


1 4 A7 T 

1105/ 


103 


. 9 


1 AT A 1 

1 0581 


Q7 

7 / . 


7 
/ 


D . 


Q 

7 


MAoIiACHUIjt lib 


4 4 a o V 

1 1825 


111 


.3 


1 AT A 4 

1 U50 1 


07 

7 / . 


7 
/ 


It. 


C 


nlCHIGANI WAYNt f 


1 CO TO 


119 


.5 


4 A7 A 1 

1 U58 1 


O 7 
7 / . 


7 
/ 


- 1 A 


<, 


AA T^ikir *^ f\'T A 

Ml T'INl ^»U I A 


4 '> C T ^ 


118 


.0 


4 A 7 B 4 

1 0581 


Q 7 

7 / 


/ 


- 1 7 


c 


MIl>3IV>l>j PPI 


1105/ 


103 


.9 


1 A 7 a 1 

1 0561 


0 7 

7 / 


7 
/ 


!> . 


7 


MI j-»OURI 


4 4 n T 7 

11057 


103 


. 9 


4 n 7 o 4 

1 U5ol 


07 

7 / 


7 
/ 




Q 

7 


MUNI ANA 


4 4 rt T 7 

1105/ 


103 


.9 


1 AT U 1 

1 U5ol 


07 

7 / 


7 
# 




7 


ru BR*. A 


4 4 V rt 4 

11501 


106 


.4 


1 A T A 1 

1 055 ! 


O 7 

7 / 


7 

( 




1 


fjf VAO A 


1 4 A T 7 

1105/ 


105 


. 9 


1 A TA 1 

1 U5o 1 


97 


7 




A 

7 


Til ri rlAHH.jMiKr 


1 1 b 5 6 


108.6 


1 n TA 1 

1 U50 1 


97 


7 


"10. 


A 
U 


f4T W Jt R>.>t T 


1 1 770 


110 


.8 


1 A T A 1 

1 0581 


97 


7 


- 1 1 
"11. 


A 


^Jt W Mr / I L u 


4 4 T 7 

1 1 D L / 


103 


. 9 


1 AT A 1 

1 0581 


97 


7 




<^ 


tiV H YURK I N T L 1 


1 0 


117 


.0 


1 A T a 1 

1 0 5o 1 


97 


7 


1 o . 




N^)PT H C APOL I fJA 


4 4 ft T 7 

1105/ 


105 


. 9 


I A t A 1 

1 U 50 1 


97 


7 




Q 

7 


r4f)P T H Ar u i A 


1 1 706 


no 


.2 


1 A T fl 1 

1 U5o 1 


97 


7 


*■ 1 1 . 


T 


OH I 0 


110^7 


103 


. 9 


1 A 7 1 

1 0 5o 1 


97 


1 




Q 

7 




1 1 U / o 


10^ 


. 5 


4 A T A 1 

1 U 5o : 


97 


7 




* 




1205/ 


113 


.5 


1 A 7 a 1 

1 0 io 1 


97 


7 




9 


r> A A, ^1 \ /AAlT A 

Pr * r L VArJ I A 


4 4 A 4 a 
1 1 H 1 O 


107 


.5 


1 AT A 1 

1 058 1 


97 


7 


- 'J 


4 

1 


PHOOt. IIjLA^Ju 


1 1 5u«* 


108 


.3 


1 A T A 1 

1 U 5o 1 


97 


/ 


- 9 


A 


srjlJT H C APOL I ^<A 


11057 


105 


. 9 


4 A T fi 4 

1 05o 1 


97 


7 


-5. 


9 


.f nJT H UAr U T A 


1 1206 


105 


.5 


jorsi 


97 


7 


- 7 . 


^ 




1 105 7 


105 


. 9 


10^81 


97 


7 


5. 


9 


r F <AS 


11037 


105 


. 9 


10581 


97 


7 


-5. 


9 


UTAH 


1 1<>^9 


112 


. 3 


10561 


97 


7 


-15. 


0 




1 ?>C07 


122 


.4 


10581 


97 


7 


-20. 


2 


VlPr.INl A 


1 10^7 




, 'f 


10581 


97 


7 


-B. 


9 


WAnniriGTON 


1 2 76^ 


IcO 


. 1 


10581 


97 


7 


-18. 


7 


HfST VIPf,T^iIA 


11057 


105 


. 9 


10581 


97 


7 


-B. 


9 


Hr'.cotr.ir 


1 2657 


110 


. 1 


10581 


97 


7 


• 18. 


0 




1 10^7 


105 


. 9 


10581 


97 


7 


-5. 


Q 


A\^f pA.-.r 


1 l<*66 


107 


. 9 


10581 


9/ 


7 


-9 . 


5 



ERIC 



77 



Sl*t1ARY TABLE OF DISPOSABLE INCOWE , DISPOSABLE INCOME AS 
A PERCENT OF POVERTY, AND CHANGES IN REAL INCOMES FOR A 
FAMILY OF FOUR WITH HAGES EQUAL TO 125 PERCENT OF POVERTY 



ALABAMA 
ARIZONA 
ARKANSAS 
CALIFORNIA 
COLORADO 
CONNECTICUT 
DELAWARE 
DIST. OF COL. 
FLORIDA 
GEORGIA 
IDAHO 
ILLINOIS 
INDIANA 
I OH A 
KANSAS 
KENTUCKY 
LOUISIANA 
MAINE 
MARYLAND 
MASSACHUSETTS 
MICHIGAN^ WAYNE I 
MINT^ESOTA 
MIS*: 
Mist 
MONTANA 
NEBRASKA 
NEVADA 

NEW HAMPSHIRE 
NEW JERSEY 
NEW MEXICO 
NEW YORK I NYC ) 
NORTH CAROIINA 
NORTH DAKOTA 
OHIO 

OKLAHOMA 
OREGON 
PErtfr^YLVANlA 
RHODE ISLAND 
SCXJTH CAROL INA 
SO*JTH DAKOTA 

TEXA"> 
UTAH 

VIRGINIA 
WAOHlf^TON 
WEST VIRHINTA 
WlSCOfnlN 

AVfPA',! 



1980f19B4 t> 


198^ 




INCOME 


y, pov 


INCOME 


y. POV ; 


/, CHANGE 


12212 


IK. 9 


11500 


108.2 


-5.8 


12212 


11^.9 


11500 


108.2 


-5.8 


12212 


IK. 9 


11«?nD 


108.2 


-5.8 


1597<^ 


1S1 .5 


11500 


108.2 


-17.7 


12212 


IK. 9 


11500 


108.2 


-5.8 


12666 


119.2 


11500 


108. 2 


-9.2 


12212 


IK. 9 


11500 


108.2 


-5.8 


12212 


IK. 9 


11500 


108.2 


-5.8 


12212 


IK. 9 


11500 


108.2 


-5.8 


12212 


IK. 9 


11500 


108.2 


-5.8 


12212 


IK. 9 


r^500 


108.2 


-5.8 


I22i2 


IK. 9 


11500 


108.2 


-5.8 


12212 


IK. 9 


11500 


108.2 


-5.8 


12289 


115.7 


11500 


108.2 


-6 .<» 


12212 


IK. 9 


11500 


108.2 


-5.8 


12212 


IK. 9 


11500 


108.2 


-5.8 


12212 


1 K.9 


11500 


108.2 


-5 8 


1221? 


IK. 9 


11500 


108.2 




12212 


IK. 9 


11500 


108.2 




i2289 


115.7 


11500 


108.2 


-6.0 


1S051 


122.6 


11500 


108.2 


-11.8 


12805 


120.5 


11500 


108.2 


-10.2 


12212 


1 K.9 


11500 


108.2 


-5.8 


12212 


IK. 9 


11500 


108.2 


-5.8 


12212 


1 K.9 


11 BOO 


108.2 


-5.8 


12212 


1 K.9 


11500 


108. 2 


-5.8 


12£12 


1 K.9 


11500 


108. 2 


-5.8 


12212 


IK. 9 


11500 


108.2 


"5.8 


1 2256 


115.1 


11500 


108.2 


-6.0 


12212 


1 K.9 


11500 


108.2 


-5.8 


12651 


119.1 


11500 


108. 2 


"9.1 


12212 


1 K.9 


1 1500 


108.2 


5.8 


12212 


'.K.9 


11 BOO 


lOS. 2 


-5.8 


12212 


1 K.9 


1 1500 


108. 2 


-5.8 


12212 


1 K.9 


11500 


108.2 


-5 8 


12523 


1 1 7.9 


11500 


108.2 


-8.2 


12212 


1 K.9 


11500 


108 . 2 


-5.8 


12212 


1 K.9 


11500 


108.2 


-5.8 


12212 


1 K.9 


1 1B00 


108. 2 


- 5.8 


1 2212 


1 K.9 


11500 


108. 2 


-5.6 


12212 


1 K.'> 


11500 


108. 2 


5.8 


1 2212 


1 K.9 


11500 


108. 2 


-5.8 


1 25*^5 


116.7 


11500 


108. 2 


-7.2 


1 


129.9 


11500 


108 . 2 


-16.7 


1 2212 


1 K.9 


11500 


108. 2 


-5.8 


1 55b5 


127.6 


1 1 500 


108. 2 


-15.2- 


1 2?12 


1 K.9 


11500 


108. 2 


-5.8 


1 5^*5 / 


1 2b. 6 


1 1 500 


108. 2 


- K . 5 




1 U» . 


11500 


1C8. 2 


-5.8 


1 


1 1 b.b 


11 GOO 


tOB. 2 


- 7 .? 



ERIC 



84 



APPENDIX E 



STATE SUMMARY TABLES OF DISPOSABLE 
INCOME, DISPOSABLE INCOME AS A PERCENT OF POVERTY, 
AND CHANGES IN RE;»', INCOME FOR WAGES EQUAL TO 50, 
75, 100 AND 125 P .RCENT OF POVERTY FOR A SINGLE 
PARENT AND THREE CHILDREN WITH CHILD CARE EXPENSES 



NOTE: Disposable income is AFDC + food stamps + 

wages less Federal income and payroll taxes 
and child care expenses 



50% of poverty 
75% o£ poverty 
100% of poverty 
125% of poverty 

Child care expenses tor 



Wages 



1980 



S4, 193 
6,289 
8,385 

10,481 



1984 



5,313 
7 ,970 
10,626 
13,283 



50% of poverty 
75% of poverty 
100% of poverty 
12 5% of poverty 



838 
1,200 
1,200 
1,200 



1 ,063 
1,515 
1,15 
1,15 



(78) 




85 



79 



SUMMARY TABLE OF OISPCTJABLE INCOMf » DISPOSABLE INCOME AS 
A PERCENT OF POVERTY, AND CHANGES IN REAL INCOMES FOR A 
FAMILY OF FOUR HITM MAGES EQUAL TO 50 PERCENT OF POVERTY 

1980( 198<i $) 1^8<^ 





iNCOl . 


/. POV 


INCOME 


y, POV 


y, CHANGE 


ALABAMA 


7516 


70. 


7 


689^ 




9 


-8 . 5 


ARIZONA 


85S8 


80. 




669^ 


6<^. 


9 


-19.5 


APKAr^SAS 






689<> 


6^. 


9 


-15.2 


CAI IFORNIA 




112. 


5 


97^5 


91 . 


7 


-18.4 


COLORADO 


9677 


91 . 


1 


8200 


77.2 


-15.5 


cottiECTicirr 


11018 


105. 


7 


95^1 


89.8 


-15.4 


OFLAHARE 


9262 


87. 


2 


7021 


66.1 


-24 , 2 


DIST. OF COL. 


9655 


90. 


9 


7275 


68. 


4 


-24 . 7 


FLORIDA 


8389 


78.9 


669<» 


6^. 


9 


-17.8 


GEORGIA 


7995 


75. 


2 


669<» 


6^. 


9 


-13.8 


IDAHO 


98^7 


92. 


7 


7088 


66. 


7 


-28 . 0 


ILLINOIS 


9666 


91 . 


0 


7290 


68.6 


-24 . 6 


INDIANA 


9**21 


88. 


7 


689^ 


6^. 


9 


-26 . 8 


lOv^A 


10*401 


97. 


9 


7718 


72. 


6 


-25.8 


KAr^SAS 


10092 


95. 


0 


77^5 


72. 


9 


-23 . 3 


KENTUCKY 


8^^ 2 


79. 


^ 


669<» 


6<».9 


-18.5 


LOUISIANA 


6208 


77,2 


689<> 


6<i.9 


-16.0 


MAINE 


9687 


91 . 


2 


7995 


75.2 


-17.5 


MARYLAND 


9<>11 


88. 


6 


7657 


70. 


9 


-1 9 . 9 


MASSACHUSETTS 


10^01 


97, 


9 


6088 


76. 


1 


-22 . 2 


MICHIGAN(HAYNE > 


1 127^ 


106. 


1 


7905 


74. 


4 


-29.9 


MINNESOTA 


111K 


10^, 


6 


9551 


87, 


8 


-16.0 


MISSISSIPPI 


82^5 


77, 


,6 


689<» 


6<». 


9 


-16.4 


MISSOURI 


9027 


8S 


.0 


689^ 


64, 


.9 


-5'5 . 6 


MONTANA 


9<f64 


89 


. 1 


7769 


75 


. 1 


-17.9 


NEBPA3KA 


9879 


95 


.0 


7727 


72 


. 7 


-21.8 


NEVADA 


9285 


87 


,^ 


689<i 


64 


. 9 


- 2 . 7 


UIH HAMPSHIRE 


lom 


95 


.2 


7802 


75 


.4 


-22.9 


NEW JERSEY 


105^7 


97 




7920 


74 


.5 


-25.5 


NEH MEXICO 


8785 


82 


. 7 


689<> 


64 


. 9 


-21.5 


NEH YORK (NYC 1 


1 1007 


105 


.6 


9095 


85 


.6 


-17.4 


NORTH CAROLINA 


8176 


76 


.9 




64 


,9 


-15.7 


rK)RTM DAKOTA 


1028^ 


96 


.8 


7869 


7<* 


. 1 


-25 ,5 


OHIO 


9^4e1 


68 


. 7 


7080 


66 


.6 


"24 . 9 


OKLAHOMA 


965S 


90 


. 9 


7150 


67 


. 1 


-26.2 


OREGON 


1065S 


100 


.1 


85 75 


78 


.8 


'21 .5 
-2.> . 1 


PENfJSYLVANlA 


99Q6 


9^ 


. 1 


7685 


72 


.5 


RHODE IGLAfin 


10081 


9^ 


. 9 


9090 


85 




-9.8 


1>0UTH CAROl INA 


7^B6 


75 


.2 


689<4 


64 


. 9 


-15./ 


SOUTH DAKOTA 




^2 


. 1 


7515 


68 


.8 


-25.2 


TEf^JESSEE 


7516 


70 


. 7 


689^ 


64 


. 9 


-8.5 


TEXAS 


7^51 


69 


. 9 


689<^ 


64 


. 9 


-7.2 


UTAH 






. 9 


9056 


85 


,0 


-14.0 


VERMOtn 


1 Ifti 7 


; 11 


.2 


9^*25 


88 


. 7 


-20.5 


VIRGINIA 


^187 


86 


.5 


7582 


69 


.5 


-19.6 


HASHINOTOt^ 


1 1 6^6 


109 


.6 


9051 


85 


. 2 


-22.5 


HfST VIPGI^^A 




60 


,8 


68 


64 


. 9 


-19.8 


WISCOfniN 


1157? 


108 


. 9 


95<4l 


89 


.8 


-17.5 


wy otMm 


3/3 K 




.0 


68^ 


64 


. 9 


-21 .8 


AvERAr.f 


'*5;<4 


<»0 


. 1 


7b 70 


7? 


. ? 


-1 9. 9 



80 



SUMMARY TABLE OF DISPOSABLE INCOME, DISPOSABLE INCOME AS 
A PERCENT OF POVERTY, AND CHANGES IN REAL INCOMES FOR A 
FAMILY OF FOUR WITH WAGES EQUAL TO 75 PERCENT OF POVERTY 

1O80(1«8<^ $) UB<^ 
INCOME '/ POV INCOME POV '/, CHANGE 



ALABAMA 


856 7 


80 


.6 


8020 


75 


.5 


-6 




ARIZONA 


9267 


87.2 


8020 


75.5 


-13 


.5 


ARKANSAS 


8671 


81 


.6 


8020 


75 


.5 


-7 


.5 


CALIFORNIA 


12<«00 


116 


.7 


9^9B 


89 




-23 




COLORADO 


10^06 


97 


.9 


8200 


77 


.2 


-21 


.2 


COtJtJECTlCUT 


117<^8 


110 


.6 


9297 


87 


.5 


-20 


.9 


oelahare 


9991 


9<^ 


.0 


8020 


75 


.6 


-19 


.7 


OIST. OF COL. 


10385 


97 


.7 


8D20 


75 


.5 


-22 


.8 


FLORIDA 


9118 


85 


.8 


8020 


75.5 


-12 


.0 


GEORGIA 




82 


, 1 


8020 


75 


.5 


-8 


.1 


IDAHO 


10577 


99 


.5 


8020 


75 


.5 


-2^ 


.2 


ILLIfJOIS 


10396 


97 


.8 


8020 


75 


.5 


-22 


.9 


INDIANA 


10151 


95 


.5 


8020 


75 


.5 


-21 


.0 


I OH A 


11130 


10<^ 


.7 


8020 


75 


.5 


-27 


.9 


KANSAS 


10822 


101 


.8 


8020 


75 


.5 


-25 


. 9 


KENTUCKY 


9172 


86 


.3 


8020 


75 


.5 


-12 


.6 


LOUISIANA 


8937 


8^ 


.1 


8020 


75 


.5 


-10 


.3 


MAINE 


10<^17 


98 


.0 


8020 


75 


.5 


-23 


.0 


MARYLAND 


101<^0 


95 




8020 


75 


.5 


-20 


.9 


MASSACHUSETTS 


11130 


10^, 


.7 


8020 


75. 


5 


-27 


.9 


MICHIGAN! WAYNE ) 


12003 


113 


.0 


8020 


75.5 


-33 


.2 


MINT^ESOTA 


118<^<^ 


111 . 


5 


9087 


85. 


5 


-23 


.3 


MISSISSIPPI 


9156 


Bt, 


.2 


8020 


75. 


.5 


-12 




MISSOURI 


9757 


91 


,8 


8020 


75.5 


-17 


.8 


MONTANA 


1019<^ 


95, 


.9 


8020 


75.5 


-21 


.3 


NEBRASKA 


10609 


99. 


.8 


8020 


75, 


5 


-2*4 




NEVADA 


10013 


9^, 


,Z 


8020 


75.5 


-19 


.9 


NEW HAMPSHIRE 


108<^3 


102. 


0 


8020 


75, 


5 


-26 


.0 


NEW JERSEY 


11077 


10^. 


2 


8020 


75, 


5 


-27 


.6 


NEW MEXICO 


9512 


89. 


5 


8020 


75. 


5 


-15 


.7 


NEW YORK (NYC I 


11757 


110. 


5 


88^9 


83. 


3 


-2<^ 


.6 


NORTH CAROLINA 


8905 


83. 


8 


8020 


75. 


5 


-9 


.9 


NORTH DAKOTA 


11013 


103. 


6 


8020 


75. 


5 


-27 


.2 


OHIO 


10151 


95. 


5 


8020 


75. 


6 


-21 


.0 


OK I r HOMA 


10385 


97. 


7 


^i020 


75. 


5 


-22 


.8 


ORt >N 


11365 


107. 


0 


8020 


75. 


5 


-29, 




PEMJi^YlVANIA 


10726 


100. 


9 


8020 


75. 


5 


-25 


2 


RHODE ISLAND 


1081 1 


101 . 


7 


8776 


82. 


6 


-18 


.8 


SOUTH CAROLINA 


89<»0 




1 


8020 


75. 


5 


-10. 


3 


SOUTH DAKOTA 


10513 


98. 


9 


8020 


75. 


5 


-23. 


7 


TFfJNfSStF 


8567 


80. 


6 


8020 


75. 


5 


-6 . 


,<> 


TEXAS 


8567 


80. 


6 


8020 


75. 


5 


-6. 




UTAH 


11237 


105. 


7 


9^36 


88. 


8 


-16. 


.0 


VERMONT 


12233 


115. 


1 


9179 


86. 


<^ 


-25. 


0 


VIRGINIA 


9917 


93. 


3 


8020 


75. 


5 


-19. 


1 


WASHUKJTON 


12376 


116. 


5 


8807 


82. 


9 


-28. 


8 


WEST VIRGINIA 


9321 


87. 


7 


8020 


75. 


5 


-K. 


0 


WISCONSIN 


12301 


M5. 


8 


9297 


87. 


5 


-2^. 


<^ 


WYOMIf« 




a<5 


8 


8020 


76. 


5 


-16. 


0 


AVERAGE 


10322 


97. 


1 


8229 


77. 


<^ 


'20, 


3 



81 



SUMMARY TABLE OF DISPOSABLE ZNCOHE » DISPOSABLE INCOHE AS 
A PERCENT OF POVERTY, AND CHANGES IN REAL INCOHES FOR A 
FAMILY OF FOUR WITH HAGES EQUAL TO 100 PERCENT OF POVERTY 

19801 1984 $1 1984 





INCOME 


y. pov 


INCOHE 


y. POV 


/. CHANG 


ALABAMA 


10025 


94. 


3 


9530 


89.7 


-4.9 


ARIZONA 


10025 


94.5 


9530 


89.7 


-4.9 


ARKANSAS 


10025 


94. 


3 


9550 


89.7 


-4.9 


CALIFORNIA 


13174 


124. 


0 


9530 


89.7 


-27.7 


COLORADO 


10939 


102. 


9 


9550 


89.7 


-12.9 


CONNECTICUT 


12281 


115.6 


9550 


89.7 


-22.4 


DELAHARE 


10524 


99. 


,0 


9550 


89.7 


-9.4 


DIST. OF COL. 


10918 


102. 


7 


9550 


89.7 


-1Z.7 


FLORIDA 


10025 


94.3 


9550 


89.7 


-4.9 


GEORGIA 


10025 


94. 


.3 


9550 


89.7 


-4.9 


lOAHO 


11110 


104.6 


9550 


89.7 


-14.2 


ILLI^^IS 


10929 


102. 


,8 


9530 


89.7 


-12.8 


INDIANA 


10684 


100. 


.5 


9550 


89.7 


-10.8 


lONA 


11663 


109.8 


9550 


89.7 


-18.5 


KANCAS 


1 1355 


106. 


,9 


9550 


89.7 


-16.1 


KENTUCKY 


10025 


94. 


3 


9530 


89.7 


-4.9 


LOUISIANA 


10025 


94. 


I 


9550 


89.7 


-4.9 


MAirjE 


10950 


103 


.0 


9550 


89.7 


-15.0 


MARYLAf^ 


10673 


100 


.4 


9550 


89.7 


-10./ 


masgachugetts 


1 1663 


109.8 


9550 


89.7 


-18.3 


MICHIGAN! HAYNE 1 


12232 


115.1 


9550 


89.7 


-22.1 


MI^^^ESOTA 


12377 


116 


.5 


9550 


89.7 


-25.0 


MISSISSIPPI 


10025 


94 


.3 


9550 


89.7 


-4.9 


MISSOURI 


10290 


96.8 


9530 


89.7 


-7.4 


MOf^TANA 


10727 


100 


.9 


9550 


89.7 


-11.2 


NEBRASKA 


11 142 


104 


.9 


9550 


89.7 


--'4.5 


NEVADA 


105^6 


99 


.2 


9530 


89.7 


-9.6 


NFM HAMPSHIRE 


1 t 376 


107 


. 1 


9530 


89. 7 


-16.2 


NEW JFRfiFY 


1 1610 


109 


.3 


953U 


89.7 


-17.9 




100<^*5 


94 


.5 


9530 


89.7 


-5.1 




1 22 70 


115 


.5 


9530 


89. 7 


-22.3 


fJODTM CAROl Jut 


1 002L 


94 


.3 


9530 


89. / 


-4.9 


KiORTH DAKOTA 


1 1 546 


108 


.7 


9530 


89.; 


•17.5 


OHIO 


1 0634 


100 


.5 


9530 


89.7 


-10.8 




10918 


102 


. 7 


95^0 


89. 7 


-12.7 




1 1898 


112 


.0 


9530 


89. 7 


-19.9 


PTK^^^vLVANI A 


1 1 2S9 


106 


.0 


9550 


89.7 


-15.4 


r\riv/UC X >j> i. MP! I>/ 


1 1 


106 


.8 


9530 


89. 7 


-16.0 


GOUTH CAROLINA 


10025 


94 


.3 


9550 


89.7 


-4.9 


SOUTH DAKOTA 


11046 


104 


.0 


9550 


89,7 


-13. 7 


TE^4r^EGSE^ 


10025 


94 


.3 


9530 


89. 7 


-4.9 


TEXAS 


10025 


94 


.3 


9530 


89. 7 


-4.9 


UTAH 


11770 


no 


.8 


10054 


94.6 


'14.6 


VERMONT 


13007 


122 


.4 


'?530 


8«.7 


-26.7 


VIRGINIA 


10450 


98 


.3 


9530 


89. 7 


-8.8 


HASHU4GT0N 


1 2 76^4 


120 


.1 


*530 


89. 7 


-25. 3 


HEST VIRGINIA 


10025 


9^ 


.3 


^550 


89. 7 


-4.9 


WISCONSIN 


12657 


119 


. 1 


9530 


89, 7 


-24.7 


HYOMING 


10077 


94 


.8 


9530 


89. 7 


-5.4 


AVERAGE 


11 005 


10^ 


.6 


95^1 


89.8 


-13.3 
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SIMIARY TABLE OF DISPOSABLE INCOME, DISPOSABLE INCOME AS 
A PERCENT OF POVERTY, AND CHANGES IN REAL INCOMES FOR A 
FAMILY OF FOUR WITH HAGES EQUAL TO 125 PERCENT OF POVERTY 





1980(198^ II 


1984 










INCOME 


y. pov 


INCOME 


/ POV 


y. CHANGE 


ALABAMA 


1 1201 


105.4 


10409 


98 


.0 


-7 


.1 


ARIZONA 


11201 


105.4 


10609 


98 


.0 


-7 


.1 


ARKAt^AS 


1 1201 


105.4 


10409 


98.0 


-7 


.1 


California 


1597^ 


131 .5 


10409 


98 


.0 


-25 


.5 


COLORADO 


1 U05 


107.3 


10409 


98.0 


-8. 7 


CONNECTICUT 


12666 


119.2 


10409 


98 


.0 


-17 


.8 


OELAHARE 


11201 


105.4 


10409 


98 


.0 


-7 


. 1 


OIST. OF COL. 


1 138^ 


107.1 


10409 


98.0 


-8 


.6 


FLORIDA 


11 201 


105.4 


10409 


98 


.0 


-7 


.1 


GEORGIA 


1 1201 


105.4 


10409 


98 


.0 


-7 


. 1 


IDAHO 


1 1576 


108.9 


10409 


98 


.0 


•10 


. 1 


ILLINOIS 


1 1395 


107.2 


10409 


98 


.0 


"8 


. 7 


INDIANA 


11201 


105.4 


10409 


98 


.0 


-7 


. 1 


IOWA 


12129 


114.1 


10409 


98 


.0 


-14 


. 2 


KANSAS 


1 182* 


111.2 


10409 


98 


.0 


-11 


.9 


KENTUCKY 


'1201 


105.4 


10409 


98 


.0 


-7 


.1 


LOUISIANA 


1 1201 


105.4 


10409 


98 


.0 


-7 


. 1 


MAINE 


1 H16 


107.4 


10409 


98 


.0 


-8 


.8 


MARYLAND 


11 201 


105.4 


10409 


98 


.0 


-7. 


. 1 


MASSACHUSETTS 


12129 


114.1 


10409 


98 


.0 


-14 


.2 


MICHIGAN^ WAYNE ) 


130S1 


122.6 


10409 


98 


.0 


-20. 


. 1 


MINNE SOTA 


12803 


120.5 


10409 


98 


.0 


-18 


. 7 


MISSISSIPPI 


1 1201 


105.4 


10409 


98 


.0 


-7. 


.1 


MI SSOURI 


1 120! 


105.4 


10409 


98 


.0 


-7. 


.1 


MONTANA 


1 1201 


105.4 


10409 


98 


.0 


-7. 


1 


NEBRASKA 


1 1608 


109.2 


10409 


98.0 


-10. 


3 


NEVADA 


1 1 201 


105.4 


10409 


98 


.0 


-7, 


1 


NEH HAMPSHIRE 


1 16<»2 


111.4 


10409 


98 


.0 


-12, 


1 


NEW JERSEY 


12076 


113.6 


10409 


98 


.0 


-13, 


8 


NEW MEXICO 


1 1201 


105.4 


10409 


98 


.0 


-7. 


1 


NEW YORK 1 NYC ) 


126S1 


119.1 


10409 


98, 


0 


-17. 


7 


NORTH CAROLINA 


1 1201 


105.4 


10409 


98, 


0 


-7. 


1 


WRTH DAKOTA 


1 2012 


113.0 


10409 


98. 


0 


-13. 


5 


OHIO 


1 1201 


105.4 


10409 


98, 


0 


-7. 


1 


OKLAHOMA 


\ 138^1 


107. 1 


10409 


98. 


0 


-8. 


6 


OREGON 


12119 


114.0 


10409 


98. 


0 


-14. 


1 


PFfflr'jYLVANI A 


1 1 72^ 


110.5 


10409 


98. 


0 


-11 . 


2 


RMODF. ISLAND 


1 1810 


111.1 


10409 


98. 


0 


-11 . 


9 


SOUTH CAROL !NA 


1 1201 


105.4 


10409 


98. 


0 


-7 , 


1 


SCX^TH DAKOTA 


1 t512 


108.3 


10409 


90. 


0 


-9. 


6 




1 1^01 


IDS. 4 


10409 


98. 


0 


-7. 


1 


TEXA'i 


1 1201 


105. 


10409 


98. 


0 


y 


1 


UTAH 


1 1956 


112.3 


10409 


98. 


0 


-12. 


8 


Vf RM^DNT 


1 im7 


129.9 


10409 


98. 


0 


-24. 


6 


VlPGimA 


11201 


10S.4 


10409 


98. 


0 


-7. 


1 


HAriHINf;T()f4 


1 5S63 


12 7.6 


10409 


98. 


0 


-23. 


3 


WrST VIRGINIA 


1 1201 




10^409 


98. 


0 


-7. 


1 


wrr>rorr:,TN 


1 V4^7 


1?6.6 


10^09 


98. 


0 


-22. 


7 




t 1?01 


ICS. 4 


10409 


98. 


0 


-7, 


1 


AVE PAf,F: 


1 1 732 


1 10.<* 


10409 


90. 


0 


-11 . 


3 
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APPENDIX F 



CALCULATIONS FOR EACH STATE OF AFDC, FOOD STAMPS, 
FEDERAL TAXES AND DISPOSABLE INCOME FOR A SINGLE 
PARENT AND TWO CHILDREN WITH WAGES EQUAL TO 
75 PERCENT OF POVERTY 



NOTE; Disposable income is AFDC + food stamps + 
wages - Federal income and payroll taxes. 



Wages 



1980 



1984 



7'Vi of poverty 



$4,940 



$6,215 



ERIC 




84 



HAGES EQUAL TO 75 PERCENT OF POVERTY 



ALABAMA 




1980 


196^ 


CHANGE 


y. CHANGE 


NAGES 








1511 


Z6 . 7 






0 


0 


0 


0.0 








1 HUH 


1 ^ A 

169 


15.7 


EITC 






H / 5 


— 1 7 

- 1 / 


-5 . 5 


FFDFRAL TNTHMF TAVF^ 




0 


1 A 1 

101 


1 A 1 

101 


0.0 


FFnFDAl DAVDAI 1 TAVPC 
rCUbr\HI. fATKWLL lA/sCO 




501 


H 16 


1 1 6 


38.5 








7576 


1 Zh7 


19.7 










-<><>5 


-5.6 


ARIZONA 




1980 


198^ 


CHANGE 


y. CHANGE 


NAGES 






9 1 C 
0£ 1 9 


1511 


26 . 7 


AFDC 




A 

U 


A 

U 


0 


0 . 0 


FOOD <^TAMPS 






1 HUH 


1 1. A 

169 


15.7 


EITC 




Hf u 


^ 7T 

H/ 5 


* 1 7 


-5 . 5 






A 

U 


1 A 1 

101 


1 A 4 
101 


0 . 0 


FFDFPAL PAYROI t TAVF^v 




Tm 
>U 1 


All. 

Hi 6 


4 4^ 
1 1 6 


38. 5 


1/ A or^.^M9i. w XrllMV^riC 






TIC 

7576 


1 2<>7 


19.7 




A 1 


fin 9 1 




-HH5 


-5.6 


ARKANSAS 




1980 


198^ 


CHANGE 


X CHANGE 


NAGES 






A9 1 C 


1 T 1 1 

1511 


40 . 7 


AFOC 




A 
U 


A 
U 


U 


A A 

0 . 0 


FOOD STAMPS 






1 HUH 


1 4. A 

1 b7 


IT 7 

15.7 


EITC 






^7T 
H / ^ 


-.17 
1 / 


"5 . 5 


FFDFRAL TMCOMF TAVF^ 

• k I/ CIA Ml. AivVWIlk IMAC^ 




A 
U 


1 U 1 


1 n 1 

101 


A A 
0 . 0 


FFDFRA2 PAYROI i TAVF*^ 




T A 1 


H 1 o 


1 lo 


5o . 5 


ni'^PO'^ARl F TMTnMF 




05£ T 


7576 


4 OA ^ 

1 ZH7 


4 A ** 

19.7 


DT^.PO^^ARl F TMrnnPi 1 QAc^ 

I* 1 or'WOMD L k Irf^Uvik 1 1 TO*f 


ft 1 


f3Uc 1 


75 7o 


-Hh5 


-5 . 6 


CALIFORNIA 




1980 


19S<» 


CHANGE 


y CHANGE 


WAGES 




A AA^ 


^ 9 1 C 
Oc 1 9 


1 T 1 1 

1511 


ox. 1 
26 . 7 


AFOC 




T 1 no 


A 79 
O f C 


"4^5 7 


• 7#L . 0 


FOOD STAMD'i 




T n 9 


1 1 H5 


OS 1 


O 4 

Z7c . 1 


F T Tf 




^ on 


A 7T 
H / 5 


- 1 7 


-5,5 






n 

0 


< A 1 
101 


1 A 1 

101 


A n 

0 . 0 


rpnroAi pavdhi i TAvr*i 

fCULKAI. KATKUkk lA^.t^ 




T n 1 

50 1 


H 1 0 


4 4 i. 
116 


38 . 5 


DT *"»PO*^ARi F TfjrOMr 






A 1 Ai> 


7 1 A 


-3.8 


nY^»pn*"vARI F TMf nMFl 1 Ofti^ 

U JL Wv> MO L C XI fV- v^r IC 1 1 VO*T 


t 1 


1/17 7 0 


A 1 A^ 
O 1 OO 


"'25*»5 


MA 4 

'-2H . 1 


COLORADO 




1980 


198*4 


CHANGE 


y CHANGE 


HAGE*:; 






6215 


151 1 


26.7 


AFOC 




915 


0 


-915 


-100.0 


FOOD STAMPS 




961 






^6.1 


EITC 






^75 


-17 


-3.5 


FrOrRAl IfKIOME TAXES 




0 


101 


^01 


0.0 


FEDERAL PAYROLL TAXES 




301 


<il6 


116 


58.5 


DISPOnABlE IfKOME 




6'>68 


7576 


608 


a. 7 


oir,po::>ABi.E rr«:.OME( i^b^* 


$ ) 


8851 


75 76 


-12^35 





o 

ERIC 



91 



CONMECTICin 
NA6I:S 
AFOC 

FOOD STAMPS 
EITC 

FEOERAl INCOME TAXES 
FEDERAL PAYROLL TAXES 
DISPOSABLE INCOME 
DISPOSABLE INC0MEM9M %) 

DELAHARE 
HA6ES 
AFDC 

FOOD STAMPS 
EITC 

FEDERAL INCOME TAXES 
FEDERAL PAYROLL TAXES 
DISPOSABLE INCOME 
DISPOSABLE INCOMES 198^ %) 

DIST. OF COL. 
HAGES 
AFOC 

FOOD STAMPS 
EITC 

FEDERAL INCOME TAXES 
FEDERAL PAYROLL TAXES 
DISPOSABLE INCOME 
DISPOSABLE INCOME (1W 

FLORIDA 
HAGEr> 

FOOD STAMPS 
EITC 

FEDCRAL INCOtlE TAXES 
fEDERAL PAYROLL TAXES 
DIGPOOABLE UK:0ME 
DISPOSABLE nK.0MEll98^ 

GropniA 

HAGf 0 
Af DC 

FOOD r>T^MPr> 

EITC 

FfOrRAL IfKO^t TAXES 
fEOERAl PAYROLL TAXES 
OIOPOOABIE INCOME 
OIOPOnABlE IKC:0MF(1W* 



85 



1980 


1984 


CHANGE 


X CHANGE 






1 T 1 1 

1 > 1 1 


9L. T 
£0 • r 


2305 


764 




-66.9 


54<^ 


1175 


632 


116.3 


<>90 


473 


-17 


-3.5 


0 


101 


101 


0.0 


301 


416 


116 


38.5 


79^2 


8110 


168 


2.1 


10066 


8110 


-1«5 


-19.4 


1980 


1984 


CHANGE 


X CHANGE 


^90^ 


6Z 1 n 


1511 


9L. 1 
Cf> . r 


625 


0 


-625 


-100.0 


10<»8 


1404 


357 


34.1 




473 


-17 


-3.5 


0 


101 


101 


0.0 


301 


416 


116 


38.5 


6766 


7576 


809 


12.0 


8575 


7576 


-1000 


-11.7 


1980 


1984 


CHANGE 


CHANGE 


<>90<> 


X. 9 1 C 

oZ 1 5 


1 T 1 1 

1511 


£D . f 


865 


0 


-865 


-100.0 


976 


1404 


429 


44.0 


490 


473 


-17 


-3.5 


0 


101 


101 


0.0 


301 


416 


116 


38.5 


693^ 


7576 


641 


9.2 


8788 


7576 


-1212 


- 13.8 


1980 


19B4 


CHANGE 


X CHANGE 


<>90^4 


62 1 5 


1 T 1 1 

1511 


CO . f 


0 


0 


0 


0.0 


1255 


1404 


169 


15.7 


<^90 


473 


-17 


-5.5 


0 


101 


101 


0.0 


501 


416 


116 


38.5 


6529 


7576 


1247 


19.7 


8021 


7576 


-445 


-5.6 


1980 


1984 


CHAfiGE 


X CHANGE 


<>90<> 


6215 


1511 


26. 7 


0 


0 


0 


0.0 


1255 


1404 


169 


15.7 


^♦90 


475 


-17 


-5.5 


0 


101 


101 


0.0 


301 


4l6 


116 


58.5 


6529 


7576 


124 7 


19.7 


.o;;i 


7S7^ 


•445 


-5.6 



92 



86 



IDAHO 
HAGES 
AFDC 

FOOD STAMPS 
EITC 

FEDERAL IMCOHE TAXES 
FEDERAL PAYROLL TAXES 
DISPOSABLE INCOHE 
DISPOSABLE irC0HEM984 »l 



i9eo 

1S09 

e^2 

0 
301 
7245 
9182 



19M 
6215 
0 

1404 
473 
101 
416 
7576 
7576 



CHANGE 
1311 

-1309 
562 
-17 
101 
116 
330 

-\60b 



/. CHANGE 

26.7 
-100.0 
66.7 
-3.5 
0.0 
38.5 
4.6 
-17.5 



ILLINOIS 
HAGES 
AFDC 

FOOD STAMPS 
EITC 

FEDERAL INCOME TAXES 
FEDERAL PAYROLL TAXES 
DISPOSABLE INCOME 
DISPOSABLE INCOME! 1984 ♦) 



1980 
4904 
889 
968 

490 
0 

301 
6951 
8809 



1984 
6215 
0 

1404 
473 
101 
416 
7576 
7576 



CHANGE 
1311 
-889 
436 
-17 
101 
116 
624 
-123'^ 



y. CHANGE 
26.7 
-100.0 
45.0 
-3.5 
0.0 
38.5 
9.0 
-14.0 



ir^DIANA 

HAGES 
AFDC 

FOOD STAMPS 
EITC 

FEDERAL INCOME TAXES 
FEDERAL PAYROLL TAXES 
DISPOSABLE INCOME 
DISPOSABLE INC0ME(1984 %) 



1980 

4904 
757 

1008 
490 
0 

301 
6859 
8692 



1984 
6215 
0 

1404 
473 
101 
416 
7576 
7576 



CHANGE 
1311 
-757 
397 
-17 
101 
116 
717 
-1117 



y. CHANGE 

26.7 
-100.0 
39.3 
-3.5 
0.0 
38.5 
10.5 
-12.8 



I DMA 
HAGES 
AFDC 

FOOD STAMPS 
EITC 

FEDERAL INCOME TAXES 
FEDERAL PAYROLL TAXES 
DIGPOSABLE INCOME 
DIGP00A8LE INC0ME(1984 ^> 



1 980 
4904 
1753 
709 
4^0 
0 
301 
7556 
9576 



1984 
6215 
0 

1404 
473 
101 
416 

7576 
7576 



CHANGE 

1311 
-1753 
695 
-17 
101 
116 
20 
-2000 



y, CHANGE 
26.7 



"100. 
98, 
-3. 

0. 
38. 
0. 
-20- 



KArr^AS 

HAGEfi 
AFOC 

fOCO STAMPS 
EITC 

FEDERAL INCOME TAXES 
FEDEP^Jl PAYROLL TAXES 
OISPO .ABLE irCOME 
DIGP^ ^ABLE; I^K:OMEI 1984 



1980 
4904 
157J 
765 
400 
0 

301 
74 30 
94^6 



1984 
6215 
0 

1404 
4 73 
101 

4l6 
7576 
7576 



CHANGE 
1311 

-1573 
641 
-17 
101 
1 16 
146 

~184t 



y CHANGE 



26 

-loo 

84 

-3 
0 
38 



7 
0 
0 
5 
0 
5 
2.0 
■19,5 



ERIC 



i4 



2 



93 



87 



KENTUCKY 
HA6ES 
AFDC 

FOOD STAMPS 
EITC 

FEDERAL INCOME TAXES 
FEDERAL PAYROLL TAXES 
DISPOSABLE INCOHE 
DISPOSABLE INCOME M 984 ♦) 

LOUISIANA 
HAGES 
AFOC 

FOOD STAMPS 
EITC 

FEDERAL INCOME TAXES 
FEDERAL PAYROLL TAXES 
DISPOSABLE INCOME 
DISPOSABLE INCOME! 1984 %) 

MAINE 
WAGES 
AFOC 

FOOD STAMPS 
EITC 

FEDERAL INCOME TAXES 
FEDERAL PAYROLL TAXES 
DISPOSABLE INCOME 
DISPOSABLE INCOME (1984 %) 

MARYLAND 
WAGES 
AFOC 

FOOD STAMPS 
EI^C 

FEDERAL INCOME TAXES 
FEDERAL PAYROLL TAXES 
DISPOSABLE INCOME 
DISPOSABLE INC0tlEM9B<i 5 1 

MASSACHUSETTS 
WAGES 
AFDC 

FOOD STAMPS 
EITC 

FEDERAL UKOME TAXFS 
FEPERAL PAYROLL TAXES 
OIGPOSABLE INCOME 
OISPOOABLE INCOME M 984 



1980 


1984 


CHANGE 




4904 


6215 


1311 


26.7 


0 


0 


0 


0.0 


1235 


1404 


169 


13./ 


490 


473 


-1 7 




0 


101 


101 


0 . 0 


301 


416 


116 


do . 9 


6329 


7576 


1247 


19.7 


8021 


7576 


-445 


-5.6 


1980 


1984 


CHANGE 




4904 


6215 


1311 


26.7 


0 


0 


0 


0.0 


1235 


1404 


169 


4 T T 


490 


473 


-1 7 




0 


lol 


101 


0 . 0 


301 


416 


116 


36.5 


6329 


7576 


1247 


4 a "T 

19.7 


8021 


7576 


-445 


-5.6 


1980 


1984 


CHANGE 




4904 


6215 


1311 


26.7 


793 


0 


-793 


-100.0 


997 


1404 


407 


/.A A 
HO . T 


490 


473 


-1 7 


-3 . 5 


0 


101 


101 


0 . 0 


301 


416 


1 16 


To C 

58 . 9 


6884 


7576 


692 


1 0 . 0 


8724 


7576 


-1 149 


-13.2 


1980 


1984 


CHANGE 


A CHANGE 


4904 


6215 


1311 


26.7 


673 


0 


-673 


-100.0 


1033 


141^ 


371 


35. 9 


4<>0 


473 


-17 


-3 . 5 


o' 


101 


101 


^ A 

C . 0 


301 


416 


116 


38 . 5 


6800 


7576 


776 


11.4 


8618 


7576 


-1042 


4 4 

-12.1 


1980 


1984 


CHANGE 


A v»nANliit 


490'» 


6215 


1 3l 1 




1729 


0 


1729 


-100.0 


716 


U04 


688 


96.1 


4^0 


475 


-17 


-5.5 


0 


101 


101 


O.G 


301 


416 


116 


38.5 


7559 


7576 


56 


0.5 


95B5 


7576 


-1979 


-20.7 




88 



MICHIGAN( WAYNE) 




1980 


198^ 


CHANGE 


X CHANGE 








6215 


1311 


26. 7 


AFDC 




2533 


0 


-2533 


-loo.o 


FOOD STAMPS 




^75 


KO^ 


929 


195.6 


EITC 




^90 


473 


-17 


-3.5 


FEDERAL IMCOHE TAXES 




0 


1D1 


101 


O.D 


FEDERAL PAYROLL TAXES 




3D1 


416 


116 


38.5 


DISPOSABLE INCOME 




8102 


7576 


-526 


-6.5 


DISPOSABLE INC0MEil9©^ 




10268 


7576 


-2692 


-26.2 


MINNESOTA 




1980 


1984 


CHANGE 


y. CHANGE 






490^ 


6215 


1311 


26.7 


AFDC 




2^37 


SDO 


-1937 


-79.5 


FOOD STAMPS 




SO"* 


1255 


751 


149.0 


EITC 




^90 


473 


-17 


-3.5 


FEDERAL IMCOHE TAXES 




0 


101 


101 


0.0 


FEDERAL PAYROLL TAXES 




301 


416 


116 


38.5 


DISPOSABLE INCOME 




8035 


7925 


-109 


-1 .4 


DISPOSABLE INC0MEI1984 


$1 


10183 


7925 


-2257 


-22. 2 


MISSISSIPPI 




1980 


1984 


CHANGE 


y. CHANGE 






^90^ 


6215 


1311 


26.7 


AFDC 




55 


0 


-55 


-1D0.0 


FOOD STAMPS 




1219 


1404 


186 


15.3 


EITC 




<^90 


473 


-17 


-3.5 


FEDERAL INCOME TAXES 




0 


1D1 


101 


0.0 


FEDERAL PAYROLL TAXES 




301 


416 


116 


38.5 


DISPOSABLE INCOME 




6367 


7576 


12U8 


19.0 


DISPOSABLE INC0riE(l9d4 


> ) 


8069 


7576 


-494 


-6.1 


MISSWiRI 




1980 


1984 


CHANGE 


y CHANGE 


LJ Ape 




<»90^ 


6215 


131 1 


26. 7 


AFDC 




<^09 


0 


-409 


-100. D 


FOOD STAMPS 




1112 


1404 


292 


26.3 


EITC 




^90 


473 


-17 


-3.5 


FEDERAL INCOME TAXES 




0 


101 


101 


0.0 


FEDERAL PAYROLL TAXES 




301 


416 


116 


38.5 


DISPOSABLE INCOME 




6615 


7576 


960 


14.5 


DISPOCAF^LE irK0MEM98^ 


$ 1 


838^ 


7576 


-808 


•9.6 


MONtAMA 




1980 


1984 


CHANGE 


y CHANGE 


WAGES 




'^90<> 


6215 


131 1 


26.7 


AFDC 




5<>1 


0 


-541 


-100.0 


FOOD STAMPS 




1073 


1404 


332 


30.9 


EITC 






473 


-17 


-3.5 


FEDERAL IfCOME TAXFS 




0 


101 


101 


0.0 


FFDERAL PAYROLL TAXES 




301 


416 


116 


38.5 


DISPOSABLE INCOME 




6 708 


7576 


868 


12.9 


OISPOSABIF IfX0ME<l9«^ 




8501 


7576 


-925 


-10.9 



ERIC 



89 



NEBRASKA 
NA6ES 
AFOC 

FOOD STAMPS 
EITC 

FEDERAL INCOME TAXES 
ifOERAL PAYROLL TAXES 
DISPOSABLE INCOME 
DISPOSABLE INC0ME(19B<^ %) 

NEVADA 
HAGES 
AFOC 

FOOD STAMPS 
EITC 

FEDERAL INCOME TAXES 
FEDERAL PAYROLL TAXES 
DISPOSABLE INCOME 
DISPOSABLE INCOME! 198«* %) 

NEH HAMPSHIRE 
NAGES 
AFDC 

FOOD STAMPS 
EITC 

FEDERAL INCOME TAXES 
FEDERAL PAYROLL TAXES 
DISPOSABLE INCOME 
DISPOSABLE INCOME (198<» 

NEM JERSEY 
WAGES 
AFDC 

FOOD STAMPS 
EITC 

FEDERAL IrKOME TAXES 
FEDERAL PAYROLL TAXES 
Dir.POSABLE irCOME 
OISPO^.ABLE INCOME! 1904 %) 

NfH MEXICO 
hAGE3 
AFDC 

FOOD STAMPS 

Eire 

FEDERAL IrXIOME TAXES 
FEDERAL PAYROLL TAXES 
OIGPOOABLE irx:OME 
DISPOSABLE If>IC0f^M984 ^» 



198D 


1984 


49D4 


6215 


1 153 


0 


889 


1404 


49D 


473 


D 


101 


301 


416 


7136 


7576 


9044 


7576 


1980 


1984 


4904 


6215 


577 


0 


1062 


1404 


490 


473 


0 


101 


301 


416 


6 733 


7576 


8533 


7576 


1980 


1984 


4904 


6215 


1585 


0 


760 


1404 


490 


473 


0 


101 


301 


416 


7438 


7576 


9427 


7576 


1980 


1 984 


4904 


6215 


1 753 


0 


709 


1404 


490 


473 


0 


101 


30' 


416 


7556 


7576 


9576 


7576 


1 980 


1 984 


4904 


6215 


73 


0 


1215 


1404 


4^0 


475 


0 


101 


301 


416 


6580 


7576 


8086 


7S76 



CHANGE y. CHANGE 

1311 26.7 

-115? -100.0 

515 58.0 

-17 -5.5 

101 0.0 

116 38.6 

440 6.2 

•1468 -16.2 

CHANGE y, CHANGE 

1311 26.7 

-577 -100.0 

343 32.3 

-17 -3,5 

101 0.0 

116 38.5 

843 12.5 

--957 -11.2 

CHANGE y CHANGE 

1311 26.7 

-1585 -100.0 

645 84 . 9 

-17 -3.5 

101 0.0 

116 38.5 

137 1.8 

-1851 -19.6 

CHANGE y CHANGE 

1311 26.7 

-1753 -100.0 

695 98.1 

-17 -3.5 

101 0.0 

116 38.5 

20 0.3 

-2000 -20.9 

CHAriGE y CHANGE 

1311 26.7 

-73 -100.0 

191 15.8 

-17 -3.5 

101 0.0 

116 38.5 

1196 18.7 

-510 -6.3 



90 



NEN YORK (NYC) 




1980 


1984 


CHAi^E 


y, CHANGE 


WAGES 




490<» 


6215 


1511 


26.7 


Ar 




2161 


0 


-2161 


-100.0 


rnnn ct£Hd<^ 




£87 


1404 


818 


159.4 


F T rr 

C 1 1 1» 




490 


475 


-17 


-5.5 






0 


101 


101 


0.0 






sol 


4l6 


116 


58.5 






7842 


7576 


-266 


-5.4 






9938 


7576 


-2562 


-25.8 


NORTH CAROLINA 




1980 


1984 


CHANGE 


y, CHANGE 


MAGES 




4904 


6215 


1511 


26.7 


Ar uu 




0 


0 


0 


0.0 






1 255 


1404 


169 


15.7 


F T TP 




490 




-17 


5.5 


rFnFDAt TIJmMF tavfc 






101 


101 


0.0 


rrncDAt DAvoni i TAVF^ 

rcUcKAU PATKULL iMACd 




7t)1 


416 


1 16 


58. 5 






6529 


7576 


1247 


19.7 




$ ) 


6021 


7576 


-445 


-5.6 


NORTH DAKOTA 




1980 


1984 


CHANGE 


y CHANGE 


MAGES 




4904 


6215 


1511 


t6.7 


Ar Dl» 




1441 


0 


-1441 


-100 . 0 


r UUU 2> 1 AnPi> 




805 


1404 


602 


75.0 


EI TC 




490 


475 


-17 


-5.5 


rcncoAt itJT'f^C TAyc^<*. 
rcDcRAL ir*,»WH: lArzo 




0 


101 


101 


0.0 


rcncoAt DA\/Dm t Tavfc 




^01 


416 


116 


58.5 


nTCDn^^AAi F TKirnMF 




7558 


7576 


258 


5.2 


nTCDrvCADI F TUTOMFI 1 QA^ 
U IdrCTsADLc Jlrfl.UriH 1 tOH 


t \ 


9299 


7576 


-1 721 


-18.5 


OHIO 




1980 


1984 


CHANGE 


y CHANGE 


MAGES 




4904 


6215 


1511 


26,7 


Ar DC 






0 


-589 


-100 .0 


FOOD STAMPS 






1404 


546 


52 . 7 






490 


475 


-17 


-3.5 


FcDcRAL INCWc lAACb 




0 


101 


101 


0.0 


rcnCOAt DAV/DAI t TAVFC 

rcDcKAL PAYKuLL IAAt» 






416 


116 


58.5 


nTcnrvcADi c TUTOMF 

UioPUoADLc irn^unc 




6741 


7576 


854 


12.4 




V 1 


8545 


7576 


-968 


-11.5 






1 980 


1984 


CHANGE 


y CHANGE 


WAGES 




4904 


621!: 


1511 


26.7 


AFDC 




817 


0 


-817 


-100.0 


FOOD STAMPS 




990 


1404 


415 


41 .9 


EITC 




490 


475 


-17 


-5.5 


FEDERAL INCOME TAXES 




0 


101 


101 


0.0 


FEDERAL PAYROLL TAXES 




501 


416 


116 


58.5 


DISPOSABLE INCOME 




6901 


7576 


675 


9.8 


DISPOSABLE INC0MEM«>8<> 


$ I 


8746 


7S76 


-1170 


-15.4 



ERIC 



91 



OREGON 
NAGES 
AFDC 

FOOD STAMPS 
EITC 

FEDERAL INCOME TAXES 
FEDERAL PAYROLL TAXES 
DISPOSABLE INCOME 
DISPOSABLE INCOME M 984 $1 

PENNSYLVANIA 
NAGES f 
AFDC ] 
FOOD STAMPS 
EITC 

FEDERAL INCOME TAXES 
FEDERAL PAYROLL TAXES 
DISPOSABLE INCOMI: 
DISPOSABLE INC0M}:M984 $1 

RHODE ISLAND 
HAGES 
AFDC 

FOOD STAMPS 
EITC 

FEDERAL INCOME TAXES 
FEDERAL PAYROLL TAXES 
DISPOSABLE INCOME 
DISPOSABLE INC0MEM9BA %) 

SOUTH CAROLINA 
WAGES 
AFDC 

FOOD STAMPS 
EITC 

FEDERAL INCOME TAXES 
FEOCRAL PAYROLL TAXES 
DISPOSABLE INCOME 
DISPOSABLE INCOME «19B4 %) 

SOUTH DAKOTA 
WAGES 
AFDC 

FOOD STAMPS 
EITC 

FEDERAL INCOME TAXES 
FEDERAL PAYROLL TAXES 
DISPOSABLE INCOME 
DISPOSABLE INC0MEM984 %) 



1980 


1984 


CHANGE 


'/. CHANGE 


4904 


6215 


1311 


26 1 7 


2089 


0 


-2089 


-100.0 


608 


1404 


796 


130.9 


490 


473 


-17 


-3.5 


0 


101 


101 


0.0 


301 


416 


116 


38.5 


7791 


7576 


-216 


-2.8 


9874 


7576 


-2 :98 


-23.3 


1980 


1984 


CHANGE 


y. CHANGE 


4904 


6215 


1 31 1 


ZO 1 / 


1249 


0 


-1249 


-100.0 


860 


1404 


544 


63,3 


490 


473 


-17 


-3.5 


0 


101 


101 


0.0 


301 


416 


116 


38.5 


7203 


7576 


J72 


5.2 


9129 


7576 


-155S 


-17.0 


1980 


1984 


CHANGE 


y. CHANGE 


4904 


6215 


4 V 4 4 
1311 


ZO • / 


1513 


0 


-1515 


-100.0 


781 


1404 


623 


79.8 


490 


473 


-17 


-3.5 


0 


101 


101 


0.0 


301 


416 


116 


38.5 


7388 


7576 


188 


2.5 


9365 


7576 


-1787 


-19.1 


1980 


1984 


CHANGE 


y. CHANGE 


4904 


(215 


4 9 4 4 
1311 


Zo . 7 


0 


0 


0 


0.0 


123S 


1404 


169 


13.7 


490 


473 


-17 


-3.5 


0 


101 


101 


0.0 


301 


416 


116 


38.5 


6329 


7576 


1247 


19.7 


8021 


7576 


-445 


-5.6 


1980 


1984 


CHANGE 


A CHANGE 


4904 


6215 


1311 


26.7 


1285 


0 


-1285 


-100.0 


850 


1404 


555 


65.3 


490 


473 


-17 


-3.5 


0 


101 


101 


0.0 


301 


416 


116 


38.5 


7228 


7576 


?47 


4.8 


9161 


7576 


-1585 


-17.3 



o 

ERIC 



88 



92 



TENT^ESSEE 
NAGES 
AFIIL 

EITC 

FEDERAL INCOHE TAXES 
FEDERAL PAYROLL TAXES 
DISPOSABLE INCOra 
DISPOSABLE INCOME M 98^ $1 

TEXAS 
HA6ES 
AFDC 

FOOD STAMPS 
EITC 

FEDERAL INCOME TAXES 
FEDERAL PAYROLL TAXES 
DISPOSABLE INCOr^ 
DISPOSABLE INCOME I 19B4 $1 

UTAH 
HA6ES 
AFDC 

FOOD STAMPS 
EITC 

FEDERAL INCOME TAXES 
FEDERAL PAYROLL TAXES 

DISPOSABLE ircora 

DISPOSABLE INCOME M 964 $1 

VERMONT 
NAGES 
AFDC 

FOOD STAMPS 
EITC 

FEDERAL INCOME TAXES 
FEDERAL PAYROLL TAXES 
DISPOSABLE INCOME 
DISPOSABLE INC0MEM98^ 

VIRGINIA 
NAGES 
AFDC 

FOOD STAMPS 
EITC 

FEDERAL INCOME TAXES 
FEDERAL PAYROLL TAXES 
DI'JPOSABLE INCOME 
DISPOSABLE INCOME! 1984 



198D 


1984 


CHANGE 


X CHANGE 


4904 


6215 


1311 


26.7 


U 




0 


0.0 


1 Z55 


i A Ay. 

1404 


169 


13.7 




y. "VV 

473 


-17 


-3.5 


A 

u 


4 A 4 

101 


4 A 4 

101 


0.0 


dUl 


A 4 ^ 

416 


4 4 X. 

116 


38.5 




75 76 


1247 


19. 7 


oOZ 1 


7576 


-445 


-5.6 


1980 


1984 


CHANGE 


X CHANGE 


4904 


6215 


1311 


26.7 


A 

u 


0 


0 


0.0 


1 Z3d 


1404 


4 X A 

169 


13.7 


A AA 


473 


-17 


-3.5 


0 


101 


101 


0.0 


501 


416 


116 


38.5 


^ V 4 A 

63Z9 


7576 


1247 


19.7 


OU« 1 


7576 


-445 


-5.6 


1980 


1984 


CHANGE 


X CHANGE 


4904 


6215 


1311 


26.7 




4 9AA 
1 Z07 


-464 


AX 

-26.5 




4 A 4 A 

lOlo 


309 


43.5 




473 


4 T 

-1 7 


-3.5 


A 
U 


4 A4 

lUl 


4 A 4 

101 


0.0 


SA4 


A 4 ^ 

416 


116 


38.5 


755o 


8478 


922 


12.2 


9576 


AA "vA 

8478 


-1098 


-11 .5 


1980 


1984 


CHANGE 


X CHANGE 


4904 


6215 


1311 


26.7 


V V T "V 


908 


-2429 


-72.8 


Z5h 


4 4 V 4 

1132 


898 


384.0 


A OA 


473 


-17 


-3.5 


Q 


4 n 1 
101 


101 


0.0 


V Ai 

301 


416 


116 


38.5 


8665 


A A 4 4 

621 1 


-454 


-5.2 


i AAA 4 

1 U9oi 


A4 4 4 

821 1 


-2770 


-25. 2 


1 AAA 


4 AAA 

1 984 


CHANGE 


y. CHANGE 


4904 


6215 


1311 


26.7 


529 


0 


-529 


-100.0 


1076 


1404 


328 


30.! 


490 


473 


-17 


-3.5 


0 


101 


101 


0.0 


301 


416 


116 


38.5 


6699 


7576 


876 


13.1 


8490 


7576 


-914 


- 10.8 



ERIC 



8& 



93 



NASHIN6 ON 
HA6ES 
AFDC 

FOOD STAMPS 
EITC 

FEDERAL INCOHE TAXES 
FEDERAL PAYROLL TAXES 
DISPOSABLE INCOHE 
DISPOSABLE INCOHEM^S^ «l 

HEST VIRGINIA 
HAGES 
AFDC 

FOOD STAMPS 
EITC 

FEDERAL INCOME TAXES 
FEDERAL PAYROLL TAXES 
DISPOSABLE INCOHE 
DISPOSABLE INC0MEM9B4 fl 

HISCONSIN 
NAGES 

Aroc 

FOOD STAMPS 
EITC 

FEDERAL INCOME TAXES 
FEDERAL PAYROLL TAXES 
DISPOSABLE INCOHE 
DISPOSABLE INCOME! 1984 ^) 

MYOMING 
HAGES 
AFDC 

FOOD STAMPS 
EITC 

FEDERAL INCOME TAXES 
FEDERAL PAYROLL TAXES 
DISPOSABLE INCOME 
DISPOSABLE INCOME! 1984 



1 Mn 

1 TOW 


1 M4 




y CHANCE 


4904 


6215 


1511 


26.7 


2929 


0 


-2929 


-100.0 










HTfW 




..17 


^ • 9 


U 


1 U 1 


lnl 


n n 


3U 1 


1 o 


1 16 


XA S 




r 9 rO 




-Q 6 


1 n^i o 

1 uo 1 y 


f 9f O 




«9A 7 


1 OAO 

1 vOU 


1 OA& 






4904 


6215 


1311 


26.7 


0 


0 


0 


0.0 






1 69 


15 7 






-17 


^ « 9 


n 


1 U 1 


in1 


n n 


3U 1 




116 


XA R 
dO • 9 




7i;7^ 


1 9&7 


19 7 


An 9 1 


rPrO 


"■t*f9 


-R 6 
9 • O 


1 QAn 


1 OA& 






4**04 


6215 


1311 


26.7 


2761 


608 


-2153 


-78.0 




1 979 

1 S. 


815 


200. 5 




&7T 


-17 




n 
U 


1ni 


1ni 


n n 


3U 1 




116 


TA R 


A9^ 9 


Anni 


-?6l 


J • & 


1 UHf U 






-25 6 


1 QAn 


1 QA6 




y THAMRF 




i;9 1 R 


1 T1 1 


96 7 


193 


0 


-195 


-100.0 


1177 


1404 


227 


19.3 


490 


473 


-17 


-3.5 


0 


101 


101 


0.0 


301 


416 


116 


38.5 


6464 


7576 


1112 


17.2 


8192 


7576 


-6l6 


-7.5 



APPENDIX G 



CALCULATIONS FOR EACH STATE OF AFDC, FOOD STAMPS, 
FEDERAL TAXES AND DISPOSABLE INCOME FOR A SINGLE 
PARENT AND TWO CHILDREN WITH CHILD CARE EXPENSES 
WITH WAGES EQUAL TO 75 PERCENT OF POVERTY 



Note ; Disposable income is AFDC + food stamps + 

wages less Federal income and payroll taxes 
less child care expenses 



1980 



1984 



Wages Equal to 75% of poverty 
Child Care Expenses 



$4,904 
981 



$6,215 
1,243 



(W) 



95 



NAGCS EQUAL TO 75 PERCENT OF POVERTY 

ALABAMA 
NA6ES 
AFDC 

FOOO STAHPS 
EITC 

FEDERAL INCOME TAXES 
FEDERAL PAYROLL TAXES 
CHILD CARE EXPENSES 
DISPOSABLE INCOHE 
DISPOSABLE INC0K^I19B^ ♦) ' 



ARIZONA 
MAGES 
AFDC 

FOOD STAMPS 
EITC 

FEDERAL INCOME TAXES 
FEDERAL PAYROLL TAXES 
CHILD CARE EXPENSES 
DISPOSABLE INCOME 
DISPOSABLE INCOME (1964 

ARKA^^AS 
NA6ES 
AFDC 

FOOD STAMPS 
EITC 

FEDERAL INCOME TAXES 
FEDERAL PAYROLL TAXES 
CHILD CARE EXPENSES 
DISPOSABLE INCOME 
DISPOSABLE INC0MEM9B4 

CALIFORNIA 
NAGES 
AFDC 

FOOO STAMPS 
EITC 

FEDERAL INCOME TAXES 
FEDERAL PAYROLL TAXES 
CHILD CARE EXPENSES 
DISPOSABLE INCOME 
DISPOSABLE INCOME! 1964 %) 

COLORADO 
WAGES 
AFDC 

FOOO STAMPS 
EITC 

FEDERAL INCOME TAXES 
FEDERAL PAYROLL TAXES 
CHILD CARE EXPENSES 
DISPOSABLE INCOME 
DISPOSABLE INCOME M 964 ♦) 



4 AAA 








4904 


6215 


1311 


26.7 


0 


0 


0 


0.0 


1597 


1629 


232 


16.6 


490 


475 


-17 


"5.5 


0 


0 


0 


0.0 


301 


416 


116 


56.5 


961 


124S 


262 


26.7 


5510 


6656 


1U8 


20.6 


6963 


6656 


-325 


-4.7 



1960 
4904 

656 
1146 

490 
0 

501 
961 
6097 
7726 

1960 
4904 

546 
1293 

490 
0 

501 
961 
5752 
7290 

1960 
4904 
4090 
170 
490 
0 

501 
961 
6573 
10611 

1960 
4904 
1694 
629 
490 
0 

501 
981 
6856 
8663 



1964 
6215 

0 

1629 
475 

0 

416 
1245 
6656 
6656 

1964 
6215 

0 

1629 
473 
0 

416 

1245 
6656 
6656 

1964 
6215 
2115 
995 
475 
0 

416 

1245 
6139 
6139 

1984 
6215 
416 

1505 
475 
0 

416 

1243 
6950 
6950 



CHANGE 
1511 
*656 
464 
-17 
0 

116 
262 
562 
-1066 

CHANGE 
1511 
-546 
556 
-17 
0 

116 
262 
906 
-632 

CHANGE 

1311 
-1975 
625 
-17 
0 
116 
262 
-254 
-2475 

CHANGE 

1511 
-1477 
676 
-17 
0 

116 
262 
114 
-1715 



X CHANGE 
26.7 

-loo.o 

N 42.2 
-5.5 
0.0 
36.5 
26.7 
9.2 
-15.6 

X CHANGE 

26.7 
-100.0 
26.0 
-5.5 
0.0 
56.5 
26.7 
15.6 
-6.7 

X CHANGE 

26.7 
-48.5 
485.2 

-5.5 
0.0 

56.5 

26.7 

-2.6 
-25.3 

X CHANGE 

26.7 
-76.0 

61.5 

-5.5 
0.0 

56.5 

26.7 
1.7 
-19.6 



ERLC 



96 



CONNECTICUT 
NA6ES 
AFDC 

FOOD STAHPS 
EITC 

FEDERAL INCQNE TAXES 
FEDERAL PAYROLL TAXES 
CHILD CARE EXPENSES 
DISPOSABLE INCOHE 
DISPOSABLE INC0ME(1984 »l 

DELAWARE 
NAGES 
AFDC 

FOOD STAMPS 
EITC 

FEDERAL INCOHE TAXES 
FEDERAL PAYROLL TAXES 
CHILD CARE EXPENSES 
DISPOSABLE INlOHE 
DISPOSABLE INCOME! 196^ ♦! 

OIST, OF COL, 
HAGES 
AFDC 

FOOD STAMPS 
EITC 

FEDERAL INCOHE TAXES 
FEDERAL PAYROLL TAXES 
CHILD CARE EXPENSES 
DISPOSABLE INCOME 
DISPOSABLE INCOME M 98^ 

FLORIDA 
HAGES 
AFDC 

FOOD STAMPS 
EITC 

FEDERAL INCOME TAXES 
FEDERAL PAYROLL TAXES 
CHILD CARE EXPENSES 
DISPOSABLE INCOME 
DISPOSABLE INC0MEM984 $1 

GEORGIA 
HAGES 
AFDC 

FOOD STAMPS 
EITC 

FEDERAL INCOME TAXES 
FEDERAL PAYROLL TAXES 
CHILD CAPE EXPENSES 
DISPOSABLE INCOME 
DISPOSABLE INCOME M 984 t) 



1980 
490^ 
S286 
411 
490 
0 
SOI 
981 
7810 
9898 

1980 
4904 
1606 
915 
490 
0 
SOI 
981 
66S4 
8408 

1980 
4904 
1846 
84S 
490 
0 
301 
98 f 
6802 
8621 

1980 

'^►904 
754 

1171 
490 
0 
301 
981 

6038 

7652 

1980 
4904 

382 
1282 

490 
0 

301 
981 
5777 
7322 



1984 
6215 
2007 
1027 
47S 
0 

416 

124S 
806 S 
806S 

1984 
6215 
0 

1629 
47S 
0 

416 
124S 
6658 
6658 



6215 
0 

1629 
473 
0 

416 
1243 
6658 
6658 

1964 
6215 
0 

1629 
47S 
0 

416 
1243 
6658 
6658 

1964 
6215 
0 

1629 

473 
0 

416 
1243 
6658 
6656 



CHANGE 
1S11 

-1279 
616 
-17 
0 
116 
262 
25S 

-18S5 

CHANGE 

1311 
-1606 
714 
-17 
0 
116 
262 
24 
-1749 



X CHANGE 

26.7 
-S8.9 
149.8 

-S.5 
0.0 

S8.5 

26.7 
S.2 
-18.5 

X CHANGE 

26.7 
-100.0 
78.0 
-S.5 
0.0 
S8.5 
26.7 
0.4 
-20.8 



1984 CHANGE /. CHANGE 



. 1S11 
-1846 
786 
-17 
0 
116 
262 
-144 
-1962 

CHANGE 
Ifll 
-754 
459 
-17 
0 
116 
262 
621 
-994 

CHANGE 
1311 
-382 
347 
-17 
0 
116 
262 
881 
-664 



26.7 
-100.0 
9S.2 
-S.5 
O.O 
38.5 
26.7 
-2.1 
-22.8 

y. CHANGE 
26.7 
-100.0 
39.2 
-S.5 
0.0 
38.5 
26.7 
10.3 
•13.0 

y. CHANGE 
26.7 
-100.0 
27.1 
-3.5 
0.0 
38.5 
26.7 
15.2 
-9.1 



ERLC 



IDAHO 
NAGES 
AFOC 

FOOD STAMPS 
EITC 

FEDERAL INCOHE TAXES 
FEDERAL PAYROLL TAXES 
CHILD CARE EXPENSES 
DISPOSABLE INCOHE 
DISPOSABLE I^KTOMEMW %) 

ILLINOIS 
NAGES 
AFDC 

FOOD STAMPS 
EITC 

FEDERAL INCOME TAXES 
FEDERAL PAYROLL TAXES 
CHILD CAPE EXPENSES 

DISPOSABLE ircortE 

DISPOSABLE INC0t1E(1«»e^ $1 

INDIANA 
NAGES 
AFDC 

FOOD STAMPS 
EITC • 

FEOEiAl INCOME TAXES 
FEDERAL PAYROLL TAXES 
CHILD CARE EXPEfJSES 
OISPOGABIE INCOME 
DISPOSABLE INCOME! 198<> $) 

IOWA 
WAGES 
A^DC 

FOOD STAMPS 
EITC 

FEDERAL INCOME TAXES 
FEDERAL PAYROLL TAXES 
CHILD CARE EXPENSES 
DISPOSABLE irJCOME 
')ISPOr>ABLE IfKC^:E(l98"- 

KANSAS 
WAGET, 
AFDC 

FOOD STAMPS 
EITC 

FEDERAL INCOME TAXES 
FEDERAL PAYROLL TAXES 
CHILD ^ARE EXPENSES 
DISPOGABIE irKOME 
DISPOSABLE INTOMEMoa^ 



97 



i960 


1984 


CHANGE 


X CHANGE 


^90<> 


6215 


1511 


26.7 


229D 


0 


-2290 


-100.0 


710 


1629 


919 


129.5 


^90 


473 


-17 


-3.5 


0 


0 


0 


0.0 


3D1 


416 


116 


36.5 


961 


1243 


262 


26. 7 


71 13 


6656 


-455 


-6.4 


90K 


6656 


-2356 


-26. 1 


1960 


1 964 


CHANGE 


y. CHANGE 


<>90<> 


6215 


1311 


26.7 


1670 


0 


-1870 


-100.0 


636 


1629 


793 


94.9 


^90 


473 


-17 


-3.5 


0 


0 


0 


0.0 


301 


416 


1 16 


36.5 


961 


1243 


262 


26.7 


681 9 


6656 


-161 


-2.4 


66^2 


6658 


-1964 


-23.0 


1980 


1964 


CHANGE 


y. CHANGE 


<»90<» 


6215 


1311 


26.7 


1738 


0 


-1736 


-100.0 


676 


1629 


754 


66. 1 


^90 


473 


-17 


-3.5 


0 


0 


0 


0.0 


301 


4l6 


116 


36.5 


961 


1243 


262 


26. 7 


6727 




-66 


-1 .0 


8525 


6658 


-1666 


-21.9 


1 980 


1 964 


CHANGE 


X CHANGE 


<»90<» 


6215 


1311 


26.7 


271^ 


0 


-2734 


-100.0 


577 


1 629 


1053 


162.5 


^90 


473 


-17 


*-3 .5 


0 


0 


0 


0.0 


301 


416 


116 


36.5 


961 


1 243 


262 


26. 7 


7^2^ 




-765 


-10.3 


9<»06 


6658 


-2750 


-29. 2 


1 980 


1 984 


CHAfXSE 


X CHANGE 


^90^ 


6215 


1311 


26. 7 


25S<> 


0 


-2554 


-100.0 


631 


1629 


999 


158.3 


<>Q0 


473 


-17 


-3.5 


0 


D 


0 


0.0 


301 


416 


116 


36.5 


981 


1243 


262 


26.7 


7298 


6656 


•639 


-6.8 


92^9 


6658 


-25«»0 


-26.0 



ERIC 10401 

I 



98 



KENTUCKY 




198D 


1984 


CHANGE 


/ CHANGE 


WAGES 






6215 


• via 

1311 


26 , 7 


AFOC 




67D 


0 


'670 


-100.0 


FOOD STAMPS 




1196 


1629 


433 


36.2 


EITC 




U90 


473 


-17 


-3.5 


FEDERAL INCOME TAXES 




0 


0 


0 


0 . 0 


FEDERAL PAYROLL TAXES 




3D1 


4l6 


116 


38.5 


CHILD CARE EXPENSES 




981 


1143 


262 


7,o . 7 


DISPOSABLE iNCOriE 




5979 


6656 


679 




DISPOSABLE INC0MEM9S4 




7577 


6656 


-91 9 




LOUISIANA 




198D 


1 984 


CHANGE 


r, CHANGE 


HACES-. 




49D4 


62l5 


131 1 


Z6 . 7 


AFDC ^ 




<*9D 


0 


-490 


-100.0 


FOOD STArtPS 




125D 


1629 


379 


30.4 


EITC 




49D 


473 


-17 


-3.5 


FEDERAL INCOME TAXES 




D 


0 


0 


0.0 


FEDERAL PAYROLL TAXES 




SD1 


416 


116 


38.5 


CHILD CAPE EX^NSES 




981 


1243 


262 


26 . 7 


DISPOSABLE nJCOME 




5853 


6658 


805 


4 T O 

13.6 


DISPOSABLE INCOME! 19W 


$ ^ 


7^18 


6656 


-759 


-10.2 


MAINE 




198D 


1 984 


CHANGE 


CHANGE 


WAGES 




49D4 


6215 


1311 


Z6 . 7 


AFOC 




1774 


0 


-1774 


-100.0 


FOOD STAMPS 




865 


1629 


765 


86.4 


EITC 




49D 


473 


-17 


-3.5 


FEDERAL INCOME TAXES 




0 


0 


0 


0.0 


FEDERAL PAYROLL TAXES 




301 


416 


116 


38 . 5 


CHILD CARE EXPENSES 




981 


11243 


262 


26 .7 


DISPOSABLE INCOME 




6752 


6656 


-93 


4 A 

-1.4 


DISPOSABLE INCOME M 984 


%) 


8557 


6656 


-1898 


-zz . z 


MARYLAND 




1980 


H 984 


CHANGE 


^ CHAN19C 


WAGES 




49D4 


6215 


1311 


Z6 . 7 






1654 


0 


-1654 


-100.0 


FOOD STAMPS 




901 


1629 


729 


80.9 


EITC 




490 


473 


-17 


-3.5 


FEDERAL INCOME TAXES 




0 


0 


0 


0 . 0 


FEDERAL PAYROLL TAXES 




301 


416 


1 16 


38.5 


CHILD CARE EXPENSES 




981 


V243 


262 


26 . 7 


DISPOSABLE UKOtiE 




6668 


6656 


-9 


A 4 

-0^1 


DISPOSABLE nCOMEM^a^ 


%) 


8450 


6658 


-1 792 


-Z 1 . z 


MASSACHUSETTS 




1980 


1984 


CHANGE 


/; CHANGc 


WAGES 




4904 


6215 


131 1 


26 . 7 


AFDC 




2710 


Z07 




-^c * 


FOOD STAMPS 




584 


1567 


983 


168. <^ 


EITC 




490 


473 


-17 


-3.5 


FEDERAL INCOME TAXES 




0 


0 


0 


0.0 


FEDERAL PAYROLL TAXES 




301 


416 


116 


S8.5 


CHILD CARE EXPENSES 




981 


1243 


262 


26.7 


DISPOSABLE INCOME 




7407 


0803 


-604 


-8.2 


DISPOSABLE INC0MEM9M 




9387 


6803 


-2584 


-27.5 



105 1'. 



99 



MICHIGAN! HAYNE ) 




198D 


1984 


CHANGE 


/ CHANGE 


NAGES 




4904 


6215 


1311 


26.7 


AFOC 




3514 


D 


-3514 


-100. 0 


FOOD STAHPS 




34S 


1629 


1287 


375.3 


EITC 




49D 


473 


-17 


-3.5 


FEDERAL INCOME TAXES 




D 


D 


0 


D.D 


FEDERAL PAYROLL TAXES 




301 


416 


116 


38.5 


CHILD CARE EXPENSES 




981 


1243 


262 


26.7 


DISPOSABLE INCOME 




797D 


6658 


-1311 


-16.5 


DISPOSABLE INCOME 11984 




IDIDO 


6658 


-3442 


-34. 1 


MINNESOTA 




198D 


1984 


CHANGE 


X CHANGE 


WAGES 




49D4 


6215 


1311 


26.7 


AFOC 




3418 


1743 


-1675 


-49?<| 


FOOD STAMPS 




372 


1107 


735 


197.8 ^ 






/ 49D 


473 


-17 


-3.5 


FEDERAL INCOME TAXES 




D 


0 


D 


D.D 


FEDERAL PAYROLL TAXES 




3D1 


416 


116 


S6.5 


CHILD CARE EXPENSES 




981 


1243 


262 


26.7 


DISPOSABLE INCOME 




79D3 


7878 


-24 


-0.3 


DISPOSABLE INCOME 11 984 


$1 


IDDIS 


7878 


-2137 


-21 .3 


MISSISSIPPI 




198D 


1984 


CHANGE 


/ CHANGE 


NAGES 




49D4 


6215 


1311 


26.7 


AFDC 




79D 


D 


-790 


-100. D 


FOOD STAMPS 




116D 


1629 


470 


40.5 


EITC 




49D 


473 


-17 


-3.5 


FEDERAL INCOME TAXES 




D 


D 


D 


0.0 


FEDERAL PAYROLL TAXES 




301 


416 


116 


38.5 


CHILD CARE EXPENSES 




981 


1243 


262 


26.7 


DISPOSABLE INCOME 




6D63 


6658 


595 


9.8 


DISPOSABLE INCOME! 19S4 


%) 


7684 


6658 


-1026 


-13.4 


MISSOURI 




1980 


1984 


CHANGE 


/ CHANGE 


NAGES 




49D4 


6215 


1311 


26.7 


Arnr 




139D 


0 


-1390 


-100.0 


FOOD stamp:; 




980 


1629 


649 


66.3 


EITC 




490 


473 


-17 


-3.5 


FEDERAL INCOME TAXES 




D 


D 


D 


0.0 


FEDERAL PA^'ROLL TAXES 




301 


416 


116 


38.5 


CHILD CARE EXPENSES 




981 


1243 


262 


26.7 


DISPOSABLE INCOME 




6483 


6658 


175 


2.7 


DISPOSABLE INCOME! 1984 


t) 


8216 


6658 


-1558 


-19.0 


MONTANA 




1980 


1984 


CHANGE 


/ CHANGE 


NAGES 




4904 


6215 


1311 


26.7 


AFDC 




1522 


D 


-1522 


-100 .0 


FOOD STAMPS 




940 


1629 


689 


73.3 


EITC 




490 


473 


-17 


-3.5 


FEDERAL INCOME TAXES 




D 


D 


D 


0.0 


FEDERAL PAYROLL TAXES 




301 


416 


116 


38.5 


CHILD CARE EXPENSES 




981 


1243 


262 


26.7 


DISPOSABLE INCOME 




6575 


6658 


83 


1 .3 


DISPOSABLE INCOME! 1984 




8333 


6658 


-1675 


-20.1 



106 



100 



NEBRASKA 




1980 


1984 


CHANGE 


X CHANGE 


NAGES 




^90^* 


6215 


1311 


26.7 


AFDC 




2134 


0 


-2134 


*"100.0 


FOOD STAMPS 




757 


1629 


673 


115.3 


EITC 




<»90 


473 


-17 


-3.5 


FEDERAL INCOME TAXES 




0 


0 


0 


0.0 


FEDERAL PAYROLL TAXES 




301 


416 


1 16 


38.5 


CHILD CARE EXPENSES 




981 


1243 


262 


26.7 


DISPOSABLE INCOME 




7004 


6658 


-345 


-4.9 


DISPOSABLE INC0MEM9a4 




6876 


665^ 


-2218 


-25.0 


NEVADA 




1980 


1984 


CHANGE 


X CHANGE 


NAGES 




4904 


6215 


1311 


26.7 


AFDC 




1558 


0 


-1558 


-100.0 


FOOD STAMPS 




930 


1629 


700 


75. S 


.EITC 




490 


473 


-17 


-3.5 


Vederal income taxes 




0 


0 


0 


0.0 


P^DERAl^ PAYROLL TAXES 




301 


416 


116 


58.5 


CrtHIT CARE EXPENSES 




981 


1243 


262 


26. 7 


DISPOSABLE INCOME 




6601 


6658 


58 


0.9 


DISPOSABLE INCOME (196^ 


%} 


8365 


6658 


-1707 


-20.4 


NEH HAMPSHIRE 




1980 


1 984 


CHANGE 


X CHANGH 


NAGES 




4904 


6215 


131 1 


26. 7 


AFDC 




2566 


0 


-2566 


-100.0 


FOOD STAMPS 




627 


1629 


1002 


159.6 


EITC 




490 


473 


-17 


-3.5 


FEDERAL INCOME TAXES 




0 


0 


0 


0.0 


FEDERAL PAYROLL TAXES 




301 


416 


1 16 


38.5 


CHILD CARE EXPEr^SES 




981 


1243 


262 


26.7 


DISPOSABLE irCOflE 




7306 


6658 


-648 


-8.9 


DISPOSABLE lriCOMEM«)B<> 


$) 


925^ 


66S8 


-2601 


-28. 1 


NEH JERSEY 




1980 


1 984 


CHANGE 


X CHANGE 


NAGES 




4904 


6215 


1311 


26. 7 


AFDC 




2734 


0 


-2734 


-100.0 


FOOD STAMPS 




577 


1629 


1053 


182.5 


EITC 




490 


473 


-17 


-5.5 


FEDtTrtL INCOME TAXES 




0 


0 


0 


0.0 


FEDERAL PAYftOLt TAXES 




301 


416 


1 16 


38.5 


CMta#CARE EXPtf^ES 




981 


1243 


262 


26. 7 


DISPOSABLE IWOME 




7424 


6658 


-765 


-10.3 


DISPOSABLE IhX:0MEM98<» 


$ ) 


9408 


66S8 


-2750 


-29. 2 


NEH MEXICO 




1980 


1984 


CHANGE 


X CHANGE 


HAGES 




4904 


6215 


1311 


26. 7 


AFDC 




1054 


0 


-1054 


-100.O 


FOOD STAMPS 




1081 


1629 


549 


50.6 


Eire 




490 


473 


^ -17 


-5.5 


FEDERAL INCOME TAXES 




0 


0 


* 0 


0.0 


FEDERAL PAYROLL TAXES 




301 


416 


116 


38.5 


CHILD CARE EXPENSES 




981 


124$ 


262 


26.7 


DISPOSABLE irKOtiE 




62^*8 


6658 


411 


6.6 


DISPOSABLE INC0riEM<?84 


$ \ 


7918 


6658 


-1260 


-15.9 




101 



NFH YORK (NY'^ ) 
HAGES 
AFDC 

FOOD STAMPS 

Eire 

FEDERAL IfX:OME TAXES 
FEDERAL PAYROLL TAXES 
CHILD CARE EXPEf4SES 
DISPOSABLE UKWIE 
DISPOSABLE INCOME (1984 $1 

NORTH CAROLINA 
HAGES 
AFDC 

FOOD STAMPS 
EITC 

FEDERAL INCOME TAXES 
FEDERAL PAYROLL TAXES 
CHILD CAPE EXPEf^ES 
DISPOSABLE INCOME 
DISPOSABLE INCOME (1984 

NORTH DAKOTA 
HAGES 
AFDC 

FOOD STAMPS 
EITC 

FEDERAL INCOME TAXES 
FEDERAL PAYROLL TAXES 
CHILD CARE EXPENSES 
DISPOSABLE INCOME 
DISPOSABLE INCOME (1984 $1 

OHIO 
WAGES 
AFDC 

FOOD STAMPS 
EITC 

FEDERAL INCOME TAXES 
FEDERAL PAYROLL TAXES 
CHILD CARE EXPE^/SES 
DISPOSABLE INCOME 
DISPOSABLE INCOME (1984 %) 

OKLAHOMA 

WAGFS 
AFDC 

FOOD STAMPS 
EITC 

FEDERAL INCOME TAXES 
FEDERAL PAYROLL TAXES 
CHILD CARE EXPENSES 
DISPOSABLE ir«:OME 
DirPOSABLE INCOME (1984 %) 



1 980 


1 984 


4904 


621 5 


5142 


1 143 


454 


1395 


4*>0 


473 


0 


D 


^o1 


416 


981 


1 243 


7709 


7566 


9770 


7566 


1 980 


1 984 


4904 


6215 


718 


0 


1 182 


1629 


490 


473 


D 


D 


301 


416 


981 


1 243 


6D13 


6658 


7620 


6658 


1 980 


1 984 


4904 


6215 


2422 


D 


670 


1629 


490 


473 




0 


301 


416 


981 


1243 


7205 


6658 


9132 


6658 


1980 


1 984 


4904 


6215 


1570 


D 


926 


1629 


490 


473 


0 


0 


301 


416 


981 


1 243 


6609 


6658 


8376 


6658 


1980 


1 984 


4904 


6215 


1 798 


C 


858 


1629 


490 


473 


0 


0 


301 


416 


981 


1243 


6769 


6658 


8578 


6658 



CHANGE 

1311 
-19^9 
940 
-17 
0 

116 

262 
-143 
-2204 

CHANGE 
1311 
-718 
448 
-17 
0 

116 
262 
646 
-962 

CHANGE 

1311 
-2422 
959 
-17 
0 

116 

262 
-547 
-2473 



:< CHANGE 

26.7 
-63.6 
206.9 

-3.5 
O.D 

38.5 

26.7 

-1.9 
-22.6 

X CHANGE 
26.7 



-100. 
37. 
-3. 

D, 



0 
9 
5 
D 

38.5 
26.7 
10.7 
-12.6 

y. CHANGE 

26.7 
-100. D 
143. D 



-3, 
D. 
38. 
26 
-7 



-27.1 



CHANGE y. CHANGE 



1311 


26. 


,7 


-1570 ^^ 


-100. 


D 


703 ^ 


76. 


>D 


-17 




5 


0 


0 


.0 


116 


38 


.5 


262 


26 


.7 


49 


0 


.7 


-1717 




.5 


CHANGE 


y CHAr 


1311 


26 


. 7 


-1798 


-100 


.0 


772 


90 


.0 


-17 


-3 


.5 


0 


0 


.0 


116 


38 


.5 


262 


26 


.7 


-110 


-1 


.6 


-1920 


-22 


.4 



102 



ORE /^tl 




19B0 


1984 


CHANGE 


y* CHANGE 


NAGCS 






62^5 


1S11 


26.7 


AFOC 




3070 


0 


-S070 


-100.0 


FOOfi STAMPS 




^76 


1629 


115S 


242.3 


EITC 




^90 


47S 


-17 


-3.5 


FEr<:RAL IHCOHE TAXES 




0 


0 


0 


0.0 


FEDERAL PAYROLL TAXES 




SOI 


416 


116 


38.5 


CHILD CARE EXPENSES 




9B1 


124S 


262 


26.7 


DISPOSABLE INCOnE 




7659 


6658 


-tool 


-13.1 


DISPOSABLE INC0HEM9M 




9706 


6658 


-S048 


-31 .4 


PENNSYLVANIA 




19B0 


1984 


CHANGE 


y. CHANGE 


NAGES 




^90^ 


6215 


1S11 


26.7 


AFDC 




22S0 


0 


-22S0 


-100.0 


FOOD STAMPS 




72B 


1629 


901 


123.8 


EITC 




^90 


47S 


-17 


-3.5 


FEDERAL INCOHE TAXES 




0 


0. 


0 


0.0 


FEDERAL PAYROLL TAXES 




SOI 


♦16 


1 16 


38.5 


CHILD CARE EXPENSES 




9B1 


124S 


262 


26.7 


DISPOSABLE INCOME 




7071 


6658 


-41S 


-5.8 


DISPOSABLE INCOME M9d4 


$) 


6961 


6658 


-2S0S 


-25.7 


RHODE ISLAND 




1980 


1984 


CHANGE 


X CHANGE 


NAGES 




^90^ 


6215 


1S1 1 


26.7 


AFOC 




249^ 


120S 


-1291 


-51.8 


FOOD STAMPS 




649 


1529 


880 


135.7 


EITC 




490 


47S 


-17 


-3.5 


FEDERAL INCOME TAXES 




0 


0 


0 


0.0 


FEDERAL PAYROLL TAXES 




SOI 


416 


1 16 


38.5 


CHILD CARE EXPENSES 




981 


124S 


262 


26.7 


DISPOSABLE INCOME 




7256 


7761 


505 


7.0 


DISPOSABLE INC0MEM9B^ 


$ 1 


9195 


7761 


-14SS 


-15.6 


SOUTH CAROLINA 




19B0 


1984 


CHANGE 


y. CHANGE 


NAGES 




4904 


6215 


1S1 1 


26. 7 


AFDC 




454 


0 


-454 


-100.0 


FOOD STAMPS 




1261 


1629 


S69 


29.2 


EITC 




490 


47S 


-17 


-3.5 


FEDERAL INCOME lAXES 




0 


0 


0 


0.0 


FEDERAL PAYROLL TAXES 




SOI 


416 


1 16 


38.5 


CHILD CARE EXPENSES 




9B1 


124S 


262 


26. 7 


DISPOSABLE INCOME 




5B2B 


6658 


830 


14. 2 


DISPOSABLE INC0HEI19B^ 


$) 


7SB6 


6658 


-727 


-9,8 


SOUTH DAKOTA 




19B0 


1984 


CHANGE 


y, CHANGE 


NAGES 




4904 


6215 


1311 


26. 7 


AFDC 




2266 


0 


-2266 


*100.0 


FOOD STAMPS 




717 


1629 


912 


127.2 


UTC 




490 


47S 


-17 


-3.5 


rfOERAL INCOME TAXES 




0 


0 


0 


0.0 


FEDERAL PAYROLL TAXES 




SOI 


416 


116 


38.5 


CHILD CARE EXPENSES 




981 


1243 


262 


26.7 


DISPOSABLE INCOME 




7096 


6658 


-438 


-6.2 


DISPOSABLE INCOME C19B4 




B995 


6658 


-2335 


-26.0 



103 



TENNESSEE 
NA6ES 
AFDC 

FOOD STAMPS 

Eire 

FEDERAL INCOME TAXES 
FEDERAL PAYROLL TAXES 
CHILD CARE EXPENSES 
DISPOSABLE INCOME 
DISPOSABLE INC0MEM984 ♦) 

TEXAS 
HA6ES 
AFDC 

FOOD STAMPS 
EITC 

FEDERAL INCOME TAXES 
FEDERAL PAYROLL TAXES 
CHILD CARE EXPENSES 
DISPOSABLE INCOME 
DISPOSABLE INCOME! 19B^ $) 

UTAH 
WAGES 
AFDC 

FOOD STAMPS 
EITC 

FEDERAL INCOME TAXES 
FEDERAL PAYROLL TAXES 
CHILD CARE EXPENSES 
DISPOSABLE ir^COME 
DISPOSABLE INCOME! 198<^ t) 

VERMONT 
WAGES 
AFDC 

FOOD STAMPS 
EITC 

FEDERAL INCOME TAXES 
FEDERAL PAYROLL TAXES 
CHILD CARE EXPENSES 
DIGPOGABLE INCOME 
DIGPOCABLE irx:0MEM98^ %) 

VIRGINIA 
WAGES 
AFDC 

FOOD STAMPS 
EITC 

FEDERAL INCOME TAXES 
FEDERAL PAYROLL TAXES 
CHILD CARE EXPENSES 
DISPOSABLE INCOME 
DISPOSABLE INC0MEM96<f $J 



1 980 


a AAA 


CnANut 




^90^ 


6Z 19 


1 5 1 1 


CO • f 


0 


0 


0 


0.0 


1597 


1629 


252 


16.6 


<^90 




1 T 


T C 

-5 . 9 


0 


0 


U 


n 

u • u 


501 


HI 6 


11^ 
1 1 o 


50 • 9 


981 


1 2<i5 


262 


Z6. / 


5510 


6656 


1 1 X. a 


• o 


6985 


6658 


V «k r 

-325 


A "7 


1 980 


1 96<i 


wHANivc 


A LnArlvC 


<i90<i 


6215 


1 T 1 1 


• f 


0 


0 


0 


0.0 


1597 


1629 


252 


16.6 


<i90 


<>75 


1 f 


-3 . ri 


0 


0 


0 


n n 
Q . 0 


501 


^16 


116 


58. 5 


981 


1 Z^Z 


262 


9^ T 
ZO . f 


5510 


6656 


1 1 A a 

1 IHO 


ZO . O 


6985 


6658 


-525 


-H . 7 


1980 


1 98<> 


CHANGE 




<^90<^ 


6215 


1 T 1 1 


Z6 . f 


275^ 


m6 


-786 


-28.8 


577 


10^5 


<466 


81.2 


^►90 


^►75 


-17 


-5 . 5 


0 


0 


0 


Q . 0 


501 


<^16 


1 16 


56. 5 


981 


1^<^5 


262 


26 . / 


7<^^<^ 


8022 


598 


o 1 

6 . 1 


9<>08 


6022 


-1587 


4 t 


1980 


1 98<> 


CHANGE 


A UHANGc 


<^90<^ 


o215 


1511 


Z6 . / 


<^518 


2151 


-2167 


-50.2 


0 


98<> 


98<» 


0.0 




^71 


-1 7 


-5 . 5 


0 


0 


0 


0 . 0 


501 


<>16 


1 1 6 


TO C 

5o . 5 


981 


1 2^1 


262 


26 . 7 


8^51 


816<> 


-267 


-3 . Z 


10685 


816^ 


-2521 


-25 . 6 


1980 


1 *>8<> 


CHANGE 


/ CHANGE 




6215 


1511 


Z6 . 7 


1510 


0 


-1510 


- 1 OU . U 


9^4 


1629 


685 


72.6 


^90 


<*7l 


-17 


-5.5 


0 


0 


0 


0.0 


501 


^16 


116 


58.5 


081 


12<*3 


262 


26. 7 


6567 


6658 


91 


1 


8522 


6658 


-1664 


-20.0 
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HASNXN6T0N 
KA6CS 
AFOC 

FOOD STAHPS 

Eire 

FEDERAL INCOHE TAXES 
FEDERAL PAYROLL TAXES 
CHILD CARE EXPENSES 
DISPOSABLE INCOHE 
DISPOSABLE INCOHE! 1984 %} 

NEST VIRGINIA 
HAGES 
AFDC 

FOOD STAMPS 
EITC 

FEDERAL INCOHE TAXES 
FEDERAL PAYROLL TAXES 

CHILD ca:^e expenses 

DISPOSABLE INCOHE 
DISPOSABLE INCOHE 11 984 •! 

HISCONSIN 
NAGES 
AFDC 

FOOD STAMPS 
EITC 

FEDERAL INCOME TAXES 
FEDERAL PAYROLL TAXES 
CHILD CAPE EXPENSES 
DISPOSABLE INCOHE 
DISPOSABLE INC0HEM984 $1 

WYOMING 
NAGES 
AFDC 

FOOD STAMPS 
EITC 

FEDERAL INCOME TAXES 
FEDERAL PAYROLL TAXES 
CHILD CAPE EXPENSES 
DISPOSABLE INCOHE 
0ISPOf>ABLE INCOHE (1984 $1 



1 %Afl 


19A4 






4904 




1X11 


9flft 7 


5910 


1167 


-2743 


-70.2 


224 


1395 


1171 


522.5 


490 


47T 


-IT 


A » 9 




u 




V • u 


1 


414 


114 


XA C 




1 94T 




7 




7SM 
r J TV 




«*A A 






COO 1 


— 97 4 


1980 


1984 


CHANGE 




4904 


491 S 


1X1 1 


94 7 


M6 


0 


-886 


-10C.0 


1131 


1629 


498 


44.0 




"\7T 




—A • 9 


n 


n 


u 


u • u 


Ml 


41 4 


11^ 
1 1 o 


VA C 


tO 1 




Z6Z 


ZO • f 


O 1 


009P 


C9A 


A iL 
O • O 






..1111 
— 1 1 1 1 


— 1 A T 


1 QUO 


1 Qft4 




^NAfiK 


4404 




1X11 


9iL 7 


3742 


1851 


-1891 


-50.5 


274 


1074 


800 


291.4 


4on 


^7T 


-.17 
— 1 r 


-a • 9 


A 

u 


o 

U 


u 


A n 


dU 1 


41 


1 1 
1 1 o 


VA C 








9^ 7 


O 1 £ 7 


r 73*f 


-1 74 


• 9 9 
-C . Z 


1 fiTnT 
1 vdUA 


70C^ 




-zz .O 


1 you 


1 QAA 
1 7oH 








9c 1 D 


1 11 1 

1 3 1 1 


Z6 . / 




U 


— 1 1 f •» 


—I UU . U 


1045 


1629 


585 


56.0 


490 


473 


-17 


-3.5 


0 


0 


0 


0.0 


301 


416 


116 


SO. 5 


981 


1243 


262 


26.7 


6332 


6658 


327 


5.2 


8024 


6658 


-1366 


-17.0 



APPENDIX H 



CALCULATIONS FOR EACH STATE OF AFDC, FOOD STAMPS, 
FEDERAL TAXES AND DISPOSABLE INCOME FOR A SINGL<: 
PARENT AND TWO CHILDREN WITH WAGES EQUAL TO • 
100 PERCENT OF POVERTY 



NOTE ; Disposable income is AFDC + food stamps + 

wages less Federal income and payroll taxes 



Wag es 



1980 1984 



100% of Poverty $6,539 $8,287 

(105) 



ERJC O - 84 " 8 1'^^ 



106 



HAGES EQUAL TO 100 PERCENT OF POVERTY 



ALABAMA 




1980 


1984 


CHANGE 


X CHANGE 


NAGCS 




6539 


8287 


1748 


26.7 


AFDC 




0 


0 


0 


0.0 


FOOD STAMPS 




843 


895 


52 


6.2 


Eire 




433 


214 


-219 


-50.5 


rEOERAL INCOHE TAXES 




173 


337 


164 


94.5 


FEDERAL PAYROLL TAXES 




401 


555 


154 


38.5 


DISPOSABLE INCOME 




7240 


8503 


1263 


17.4 


DISPOSABLE INCOME 




9175 


8503 


•672 


-7.3 


ARIZONA 




1980 


1984 


CHANGE 


X CHANGE 


NA6ES 




6539 


8287 


1748 


26.7 


AFDC 




0 


0 


0 


0.0 


FOOD STAMPS 




843 


895 


52 


6.2 


EITC 




433 


214 


-219 


-50.5 


FEDERAL INCOME TAXES 




173 


337 


164 


94.5 


FEDERAL PAYROLL TAXES 




401 


555 


154 


38.5 


DISPOSABLE INCOME 




7240 


8503 


1263 


17.4 


DISPOSABLE XNC0ME(198^ 


$) 


9175 


8503 


-672 


-7.3 


ARKAf4SAS 




1980 


1984 


CHANGE 


X CHANGE 


NA6ES 




6539 


0287 


1748 


26.7 


AFDC 




0 


0 


0 


0.0 


FOOD STAMPS 




843 


895 


52 


6.2 


EITC 




433 


214 


-219 


-50.5 


FEDERAL INCOME TAXES 




173 


<S37 


164 


94.5 


FEDERAL PAYROLL TAXES 




401 


555 


154 


38.5 


DISPOSABLE INCOME 




7240 


8503 


1263 


17.4 


DISPOSABLE INCOME (19B4 


• ) 


9175 


8503 


-672 


-7.3 


CALIFORNIA 




1980 


1984 


CHANGE 


X CHANGE 


NAGES 




6539 


8287 


1748 


26.7 


AFDC 




2380 


0 


-2380 


-100.0 


FOOD STAMPS 




129 


895 


766 


596.1 


EITC 




433 


214 


-219 


-50.5 


FEDERAL INCOME TAXES 




173 


337 


164 


94.5 


FEDERAL PAYROLL TAXES 




401 


555 


154 


38.5 


DISPOSABLE irCOME 




8906 


8503 


-403 


-4.5 


DISrOGABlE INCOME (198^ 


$) 


11287 


8503 


-2784 


-24.7 


COLORADO 




1980 


1984 


CHANGE 


X CHANGE 


WAGEG 




6539 


8287 


1748 


26.7 


AFDC 




184 


0 


-184 


-100.0 


FOOD STAMPS 




787 


895 


107 


13.6 


EITC 




433 


214 


-219 


-50.5 


FEDERAL INCOME TAXES 




173 


537 


164 


94.5 


FEDERAL PAYROLL TAXES 




401 


555 


154 


38.5 


DISPOSABLE INCOME 




7369 


8503 


* 1134 


15.4 


OISPOCABLE INCOME t 1984 




9339 


8503 


^ ^ -836 


-8.9 



107 



CUf#icCTICUT 




1 MA 


1 M4 


CHANGE 




NAGCS 






8287 


1748 


26.7 


AFDC 




1576 


0 


-1576 


-100.0 


rOOO oTAnPS 




d r U 


OtS 


9C9 


142 0 

1 Hft . W 


EITC 




*f 3d 


ft 1^ 


• 91 O 

•ft 1 T 


• ISA K 

*^9W • 9 


FEDcRAL INCOHc TAXES 




1 r 3 


33 r 


144 


94 5 


FEDERAL PAYROLL TA/\C9 




■•V 1 




1M 


5A S 


DISPOSABLE XNCoHE 




AT&T 
03H3 


ACftX 
OS>W3 


l4n 

1 ow 


1 A 


DISPOSAdLc lrR,Ontl 1 


A 1 
w 1 




ACAt 

09W3 


C V r V 


-19.6 


DcLAHAKc 




1 QUO 


1 Tw*V 




/ CHANGE 


WAGES 




6539 


8287 


1748 


26.7 


AFDC 




0 


0 


0 


0.0 


FOOD STAMPS 






OTS 


9C 


4 9 

O * ft 


EITC 






ft 1 H 


•>9l 9 

"•ft 1 T 


-CO C 

9V . 9 


FEDERAL XNCOflC TAXcS 






XX7 


144 
1 o** 


94 5 


rcDcNAL rAYRULL TAXc5 








IM 


58 5 


DISPOSABLE INCDf^ 




79&A 


09U3 


1 94ftT 


17 4 


DISPOSABLE lNCOr^M"W 






09W3 


-479 

w r ft 


-7 5 


DIST. Or UUL* 




1 OHO 

1 TOW 


1 9114 




y CHANGE 


MAGES 




65S9 


8267 


1748 


26.7 


AFDC 




1S6 


0 


-136 


-100.0 


FOOD STAMPS 






O 79 




114 


EITC 






ft 1 H 


ft 1 T 




FEDERAL INCOnC TAXcS 




1 7% 


557 


144 


94.5 


FEDERAL PAYROLL TAXES 




■fw 1 


999 


1S4 


5A 5 

^O • 9 


DISPOSABLE INCOME 






09W3 


1 148 


15.9 


DISPOSABLE Ir^CTIEI ItO^ 


4 1 


094l^ 


09W3 




-8.5 


FLORIDA 










y CHANGE 


WAGES 




6539 


8287 


1748 


26.7 


AFDC 




0 


0 


0 


0.0 


FOOD STAMPS 




oH3 


AOK 

OT9 


R9 
9ft 


4 9 

O . ft 


EITC 




A V T 
H33 


914 


••91 Q 
•ft 1 T 


-CO C 

9W . 9 


FEDERAL INCOME TAXES 




1 7T 

1 r 3 


XX7 
33 r 


144 


94.5 


FEDERAL PAYROLL TAXES 




HV 1 


399 


11^ 

1 9^ 


TA C 


DISPOSABLE INCOME 




r chO 


09U3 


1 9^T 
1 ft03 


17 4 


DISPOSABl E INCOME 1 i 9 W 


9 f 


Ql 7C 


a<;ax 


-479 

O f ft 


-7 5 


GEORGIA 




1 OAA 

1 TOW 


1 4A4 




X CHANGE 


WAGES 




093 7 




1 748 


26. 7 


AFDC 




0 


0 


0 


0.0 


FOOD STAMPS 




a^s 


895 


52 


6.2 


EITC 




433 


214 


-219 


-50.5 


FEDERAL INCOME TAXES 




173 


537 


16<^ 




FEDERAL PAYROLL TAXES 




401 


5SS 




.n.s 


DISPOSABLE INCOME 




7240 


8503 


126S 


17.4 


DISPOSABLE INCOME M 984 


♦ 1 


9175 


8503 


-672 


-7.5 



ERIC 



114 



108 



■* 



IDAHO 




i AAA 


4 AAA 

1 984 


CHANGE 


CHANGE 


HAGES 




65S9 


8287 


1748 


26.7 


AFDC 




580 


0 


*580 


-100.0 


rOOO STAnFS 




669 


895 


226 


33.8 


cITC 




AW 


A i A 

214 


A 4 A 

-219 


-50.5 


FEDERAL INCOnt TAXES 




173 


337 


164 


94.5 


FEDERAL PAYROLL TAXES 




A A i 

hOI 


555 


154 


38.5 


DISPOSABLE INCOHE 




7646 


8503 


857 


11.2 


DISPOSABLE INCOnEl 198h 


A ft 


9690 


8503 


-1 187 


-12.2 


ILLINOIS 




i AAA 

1980 


4 AA^ 

1984 


CHANGE 


y. CHANGE 


HAGES 




6539 


8287 


1748 


26.7 


AFDC 




160 


0 


-160 


-100.0 


roou STArfPS 




795 


A AS 

895 


i AA 

100 


12.6 


CX Tw 




455 


A i A 

214 


A i A 

-219 


-50.5 


rcDcKAL INCCvIC TAXES 




175 


337 


i ^ A 

164 


94.5 


FcDcRAL PAYROLL TAXES 




A At 

401 


555 


154 


38.5 


DISPOSABLE INCOnt 




7352 


8503 


1151 


15.7 


DldPOSADLc INC0nnll9B*^ 


9 1 


AV 4 A 

9318 


8503 


A 4 ^ 

-814 


-8.7 


INDIANA 




1980 


i AAA 

1 984 


CHANGE 


X CHANGE 


HAGES 




6539 


8287 




26.7 


AFDC 




28 


0 


-28 


-100.0 


rOOD STAHPS 




654 


AAV 

895 


61 


7.3 


EITC 




455 


A 4 A 

214 


A 4 A 

-219 


-50.5 


FEDERAL INCONE TAXES 




175 


537 


164 


94.5 


FEDERAL PAtROLL TAXES 




A A i 

401 


555 


4 VA 

154 


58,5 


DISPOSABLE INCOHE 




7260 


8503 


4 A^ a 

1245 


17.1 


DISPOSABLE INCOHE M 98^ 


$ 1 


9200 


8503 


-697 


-7.6 


I OH A 




1980 


1 984 


CHANGE 


/ CHANGE 


HAGES 




6539 


8287 


1748 


26.7 


AFDC 




1024 


0 


--1024 


-100.0 


FOOD STAMPS 




535 


895 


359 


67. 1 


EITC 




433 


A i A 

214 


A 4 A 

-219 


-50.5 


FEDERAL INCOHE TAXES 




173 


337 


164 


94.5 


FEDERAL PAYROLL TAXES 




A A4 

401 


555 


154 


58.5 


DISPOSABLE INCOHE 




7957 


8503 


546 


6.9 


DISPOSABLE INCOHE ( 1 98h 


% 1 


10084 


8503 


4 VA 4 

<-1581 


4 m V 

-15.7 


KANSAS 




i AAA 

1980 


4 AAA 

1984 


CHANGE 


/ CHANGE 


HAGES 




6539 


8287 


1748 


26.7 


AFDC 




844 


0 


-844 


-100,0 


FOOO STAMPS 




589 


895 


305 


51.8 


EITC 




433 


214 


-219 


-50.5 


FEDERAL INCOHE TAXES 




175 


337 


164 


94.5 


FEDERAL PAYROLL TAXES 




401 


555 


154 


58.5 


DISPOSABLE INCOHS 




7831 


8503 


672 
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FEDERAL PAYROLL TAXES 
DISPOSABLE INCOME 
DISPOSABLE INCOME! I9e<^ tl 

WISCONSIN 
H^GES 
AFDC 

FOOD STAMPS 
EITC 

FEDERAL INCOME TAXES 
FEDERAL PAYROLL TAXES 
DISPOSABLE irCOME 
DISPOSABLE INCOME I 1984 *) 

MYOMING 
HAGES 
AFDC 

fOOD STAMPS 
EITC 

FEDERAL INCOME TAXES 
FEDER/^L PAYROLL TAXES 
DI5Pr:>ABLE INCOME 
OIJiPOSABLE INC0MEM9B4 %) 



1980 


1984 


CHANGE 


/ CHANGE 


6539 


8287 


1748 


26.7 


2200 


0 


-2200 


-100.0 


IBS 


895 


712 


390.2 


<*ll 


214 


-219 


-50.5 


173 


337 


164 


94.5 


401 


555 


154 


38.5 


8780 


8503 


-277 


-3.2 


11127 


8503 


-2624 


-23.6 


1980 


1984 


CHANGE 


y. CHANGE 


6539 


8287 


1748 


26.7 


0 


0 


0 


0.0 


643 


895 


52 


6.2 


433 


214 


-219 


-50.5 


173 


537 


164 


94.5 


401 


555 


154 


38.5 


7240 


8503 


1263 


17.4 


9175 


8503 


-672 


-7.3 


1980 


1984 


CHANGE 


A CHANGE 


6539 


8287 


1748 


26.7 


2032 


0 


-2032 


-100.0 


233 


895 


662 


284. 1 


433 


214 


-219 


-50.5 


173 


337 


164 


94.5 


401 


555 


154 


38.5 


8663 


8503 


-159 


-1.8 


10978 


8503 


-2475 


-22.5 


1980 


1984 


CHANGE 


X CHANGE 


6539 


8287 


1748 


26.7 


0 


0 


0 


0.0 


843 


895 


52 


6.2 


433 


214 


-219 


-50.5 


173 


337 


164 


94.5 


401 


555 


154 


38.5 


7240 


8503 


1263 


17.4 


9175 


8503 


-672 


-7.5 



^ APPENDIX I 

/ 



CALCULATIONS FOR EACH STATE OF AFDC, FOOD STAMPS, 
FEDERAL TAXES AND DISPOSABLE INCOME FOR A SINGLE 
PARENT AND TWO CHILDREN WITH WAGES EQUAL TO 
75 PERCENT OF POVERTY 



NOTE ; Disposable income is AFDC + food stamps + 

wages less Federal income and payroll taxes 



75% of poverty 



Wages 



1980 



1984 



$6,289 



$7,970 



(11(1) 
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MAGES EQUAL TO 75 PCRCEMT OF POVERTY 



ALABAMA 1^0 

HACES ^^^^ 

AFDC 0 

FOOD STAMPS 1*51 

EITC *6<» 

FEDERAL INCOMC TAXES 0 

FEDERAL PAYROLL TAXES 586 

DISPOSABLE INCOME 7798 

DISPOSABLE INCOME! fl 9882 

ARIZONA 1^80 

HAGES ^289 

AFDC 0 

FOOD STAMPS 1*51 
EITC 

FEDERAL INCOME TAXES 0 

FEDERAL PAYROLL TAXES 586 

DISPOSABLE INCOME 7798 

DISPOSABLE irC0MEM984 $1 9882 

ARKANSAS 1^80 

WAGES ^289 

AFDC 0 

FOOD STAMPS 1*51 
EITC 

^€OERAL INCOME TAXES 0 

FEDERAL PAYROLL TAXES 566 

DISPOSABLE INCOME 7796 

DISPOSABLE irC0ME<1964 9882 

CALIFORNIA 1^80 

HAGES ^289 

AFDC 5^16 

FOOD STAMPS *05 

EITC *6<» 

FEDERAL INCOME TAXES 0 

FEDERAL PAYROLL TAXES 586 

DISPOSABLE IN00r« 10190 

DISPOSABLE INC0MEM98<> $1 12^1* 

COLORADO 1^80 

HAGES 6289 

AFDC 87^ 
FOOD STAMPS 
EITC 

FEDERAL INCOME TAXES 0 

FEDERAL PAYROLL TAXES 586 

DISPOSABLE irCOME 8<>09 

DISPOSABLE INC0ME(19»4 %) 10657 



198^ 


CHANGE 


X CHANGE 


7970 


1661 


26.7 


0 


0 


0.0 


1621 


190 


13.3 


254 


-210 


-45.3 


184 


164 


0.0 


5S4 


146 


38.5 


9127 


1329 


17.0 


9127 


-756 


-7.6 


1984 


CHANGE 


X CHANGE 


7970 


1661 


26.7 


0 


0 


0.0 


1621 


190 


13.3 


254 


-210 


-45.5 


164 


164 


0.0 


534 


146 


38.5 


9127 


1329 


17.0 


9127 


-756 


-7.6 


1984 


CHANGE 


X CHANGE 


7970 


1661 


26.7 


0 


0 


0.0 


1621 


190 


13.3 


254 


-210 


-45.3 


184 


164 


0.0 


534 


146 


38.5 


9127 


1329 


17.0 


9127 


-756 


-7.6 


1984 


CHANGE 


X CHANGE 


7970 


1661 


26.7 


597 


-2621 


-82.5 


1442 


1036 


255.7 


254 


-210 


-45.3 


184 


164 


0.0 


534 


1<»6 


36.5 


9544 


-646 


-6.3 


9544 


-3370 


-26.1 


1964 


CHANGE 


/ CHANGE 


7970 


1681 


26.7 


0 


-674 


-100.0 


1621 


452 


38.7 


254 


-210 


-45.3 


184 


164 


0.0 


534 


148 


38.5 


9127 


717 


8.5 


9127 


-1531 


-14.4 
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CONNECTICUT 
NA6ES 
AFOC 

FOOD STAMPS 
EITC 

FEDERAL INCOME TAXES 
FEDERAL PAYROLL TAXES 
DISPOSABLE INCOHE 
DISPOSABLE INCOME! 196^ tl 

DELAWARE 
WAGES 
AFDC 

FOOD STAMPS 
EITC 

FEDERAL INCOME TAXES 
FEDERAL PAYROLL TAXES 
DISPOSABLE INCOHE 
DISPOSABLE INCOME! 1984 $1 

DIST. OF COL. 
NAGES 
AFDC 

FOOD STAMPS 
EITC 

FEDERAL INCOT^ TAXES 
FEDERAL PAYROLL TAXES 
DISPOSABLE INCOME 
DISPOSABLE INCOME! 1 904 $1 

FLORIDA 
WAGES 
AFDC 

FOOD STAMPS 
EITC 

FEDERAL INCOME TAXES 
FEDERAL PAYROLL TAXES 
DISPOSABLE INCOME 
DISPC^ABLE INCOME! 1964 $1 

GEORGIA 
WAGES 
AFDC 

FOOD STAMPS 
EITC 

FEDERAL INCOME TAXES 
FEDERAL PAYROLL TAXES 
DISPOSABLE INCOME 
DISPOSABLE INC0MEM9B4 %} 



1980 


1984 


CHANGE 


X CHANGE 


o289 


7970 


1681 


26. 7 


2386 


309 


-2077 


-87.1 


715 


1528 


813 


113.7 


464 


254 


-210 


-45.3 


0 


184 


184 


0.0 


386 


534 


148 


38.5 


9468 


9343 


-125 


-1.5 


11999 


9343 


-2656 


-22. 1 


1980 


1984 


CHANGE 


/. CHANGE 


oZBt 


7970 


leoi 


26.7 


406 


0 


-406 


-100.0 


1309 


1621 


S12 


23.6 


464 


254 


-210 


-45»3 


0 


184 


1M 


0.0 


386 


534 


148 


38.5 


8082 


9127 


1045 


12.9 


10242 


9127 


-1116 


-10.9 


1980 


1984 


CHANGE 


y. CHANGE 


d AAA 

6289 


7970 


1681 


26. 7 


850 


0 


*850 


-100.0 


1176 


1621 


445 


37.9 


464 


254 


-210 


-45.3 


0 


184 


184 


0.0 


386 


534 


148 


38.5 


8393 


9127 


734 


8.7 


10636 


9127 


-150^ 


-14.2 


1980 


1984 


CHANGE 


y. CHANGE 


6289 


7970 


1681 


26. 7 


0 


0 


0 


0.0 


1431 


1621 


190 


13.3 


464 


254 


-210 


-45.3 


0 


184 


184 


0 J 


386 


5i4 


148 


.5 


7798 


9127 


1329 


«7.0 


9882 


9127 


-756 


-7.6 


1980 


1984 


CHANGE 


y CHANGE 


6269 


7970 


1681 


26.7 


0 


0 


0 


0.0 


1431 


1621 


190 


13.3 


464 


254 


-210 


-45.3 


0 


184 


184 


0.0 


386 


534 


148 


38.5 


7798 


9127 


1329 


17.0 


9882 


9127 


-756 


-7.6 



■ ' ■ ■■. V'- 
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IDAHO 




1960 


1964 


CHANGE 


y CHANGE 


HAGES 




6269 


7970 


1681 


26.7 


AFOC 




1066 


0 


-1066 


-10D.0 


FOOD STAHPS 




1111 


1621 


510 


45.9 


EITC 




464 


254 


-210 


-45.5 


FEDERAL INCOHE TAXES 




0 


184 


184 


0.0 


FEDERAL PAYROLL TAXES 




586 


554 


146 


56*5 


DISPOSABLE INCOME 




6S44 


9127 


585 


6.6 


DISPOSABLE irK0riEM9M 




10626 


9127 


•1701 


-15.7 


ILLINOIS 




1960 


1964 


CHANGE 


X CHANGE 


HAGES 




6269 


7970 


1661 


26.7 


AFDC 




662 


0 


-862 


-100.0 


FOOD STAMPS 




1172 


1621 


449 


56.5 


EITC 




464 


254 


-210 


-45.5 


FEDERAL INCOME TAXES 




0 


164 


184 


0.0 


FEDERAL PAYROLL TAXES 




S66 


554 


148 


56.5 


DISPOSABLE INCOME 




6401 


9127 


726 


6.6 


DISPOSABLE INCOME Cl 964 


% ) 


10647 


9127 


-1520 


-14.5 


INDIANA 




1960 


1984 


CHANGE 


y. CHANGE 


HAGES 




6269 


7970 


1661 


26.7 


AFDC 




S66 


0 


-56(6 


-10D.0 


FOOD STAMPS 




1255 


1621 


566 


29.2 


EITC 




464 


254 


-210 


-45.5 


FEDERAL INCOME TAXES 




0 


184 


184 


0.0 


FEDERAL PAYROLL TAXES 




S86 


554 


148 


56.5 


DISPOSABLE ItCOME 




6206 


9127 


919 


11.2 


DISPOSABLE INCOME! 


t ) 


10402 


9127 


-1275 


-12.5 


lOHA 




1960 


1984 


CHANGE 


X CHANGE 


HAGES 




6269 


7970 


1661 


26.7 


AFDC 




1690 


0 


-1690 


-100.0 


FOOD STAMPS 




924 


1621 


697 


75.5 


EITC 




464 


254 


-210 


-45.5 


FEDERAL INCOME TAXES 




0 


164 


164 


0.0 


FEDERAL PAYROLL TAXES 




S66 


554 


148 


56.5 


DISPOSABLE INCOME 




6961 


9127 


146 


1.6 


DISPOSABLE INCOME! 1984 


1 1 


11S61 


9127 


•'2255 


-19.6 


KANSAS 




1960 


1964 


CHANGE 


y CHANGE 


HAGES 




6289 


7970 


1681 


26. 7 


AFDC 




1S42 


0 


-1542 


-100.0 


FOOD STAMPS 




1028 


1621 


595 


57.6 


EITC 




464 


. 254 


-210 


-45.5 


FEDERAL INCOME TAXES 




0 


^ 184 


184 


0.0 


FEDERAL PAYROLL TAXES 




S66 


554 


146 


56.5 


DISPOSABLE INCOME 




6757 


9127 


590 


4.5 


DISPOSABLE INC0MEI19S4 




11075 


9127 


-1946 


-17.6 



ERIC 



lao 



KENTUCKY 




1960- 


1984 


CHANGE 


X CHANGE 














AFOC 




0 


0 


0 


0.0 


FOOD STAMPS 




HS1 


U21 


190 


13.3 


EXTC 




MA 


2S4 


-210 


-45. S 


FEDERAL INCOME TAXES 




D 


184 


184 


0.0 


FEDERAL PAYROLL TAXES 




S«« 


534 


148 


38.5 


DISPOSABLE INCOME 




7798 


9127 


1329 


17.0 


OISPOSARLE INCOME 




9882 


9127 


-756 


-7.6 


LOUISIANA 




1980 


1984 


CHANGE 


X CHANGE 






• SOT 


r Tr U 


lOOl 




AFDC 




0 


0 


0 


0.0 


FOOD STAMPS 




U31 


1621 


190 


13.3 


EITC 






254 


-210 


-45.3 


FEDERAL INCOME TAXES 




0 


184 


184 


p.o 


FEDERAL PAYROLL TAXES 




S86 


534 


148 


38.5 


DISPOSABLE INCOME 




7798 


9127 


1329 


17.0 


DISPOSABLE INCOME (1984 


f } 


9882 


9127 


•756 


-7.6 


MAINE 




1980 


1984 


CHANGE 


X CHANGE 








r t/U 




cO« r 


AFOC 




886 


0 


-886 


-100.0 


FOOD STAMPS 




1165 


U21 


456 


39.1 


EITC 






254 


-210 


-45.3 


FEOERAL INCOME TAXES 




D 


184 


184 


0.0 


FEDERAL PAYROLL TAXES 




386 


534 


148 


38.5 


DISPOSABLE INCOME 




8418 


9127 


709 


8.4 


DISPOSABLE INCOME! 198^ 


$1 


10668 


9127 


-1541 


-14.4 


MARYLAND 




1980 


1984 


CHANGE 


'/. CHANGE 










1 0O 1 




AFDC 




574 


0 


-574 


-100.0 


FOOD STAMPS 




1259 


1621 


362 


28.8 


EITC 




464 


254 


-210 


-45.3 


FEDERAL INCOME TAXES 




0 


184 


184 


0.0 


FEDERAL PAYROLL TAXES 




386 


534 


148 


38.5 


DISPOSABLE INCOME 




8199 


9127 


927 


11.3 


DISPOSABLE INCOME! 1984 


• 1 


10391 


9127 


-1265 


-12.2 


MASSACHUSETTS 




1980 


1984 


CHANGE 


'/. CHANGE 


NAGES 




6289 


7970 


1681 


26.7 


AFDC 




1690 


0 


-1690 


-100.0 


FOOD STAMP* 




924 


1621 


697 


75.5 


EITC 




464 


254 


-210 


-45.3 


FEDERAL INCOME TAXES 




0 


184 


184 


0.0 


FEDERAL PAYROLL TAXES 




386 


534 


148 


38.5 


DISPOSABLE INCOME 




8981 


9127 


146 


1.6 


DISPOSABLE INCOME M 984 


f 1 


11381 


9127 


-2255 


-19.8 



ERIC 
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mCMKMNIHAYNII 
NAOCS 
APK 

FOOD STAMPS 
EZTC 

FEDERAL INCOME TAXCS 
FEDERAL PAYROLL TA}(ES 
OXSPOSADLE INCOME 
OISPOSADLE INCOME •) 

MIMCSOTA 
NAGCS 
AFDC 

FOOD STAMPS 
EITC 

FEDERAL INCOME TAXES 
FEDERAL PAYROLL TAXES 
DISPOSABLE INCOME 
DISPOSABLE INCOME M 964 •) 

MISSISSIPPI 
NA6ES 
AFDC 

FOOD STAMPS 
EITC 

FEDERAL INCOME TAXES 
FEDERAL PAYROLL TAXES 
DISPOSABLE INCOME 
DISPOSABLE INCOMEIIW 

MISSOURI 
NAGCS 
AFDC 

FOOD STAMPS 
EITC 

FEDERAL INCOME TAXES 
FEDERAL PAYROLL TAXES 
DISPOSABLE INCOME 
DISPOSABLE INCOMEMW »» 

MONTANA 
NA6ES 
AFDC 

FOOD STAMPS 
EITC 

FEDERAL INCOME TAXES 
FEDERAL PAYROLL TAXCS 
DISPOSABLE INCOME 
DISPOSABLE INCOME! 1984 •! 



1M0 


19B4 


CHANOE 


X CNAMOf 


«289 


7970 


1661 


E6.7 




0 


•2474 


^4 AA 9k 
•iOVtP 




14S1 




■ •r • T 




254 


•210 


■ AA m 
•^B* 9 


0 


104 


104 


A A 

0*0 


SM 




140 


VA S 




4127 


•543 


A A 

•5 .4 




91 Z7 


'SicO 


•25 • 9 


IfM 


1984 


CNANBC 


X CHANQC 


428f 


7970 


1481 


26.7 




0 


-2444 


^6 AA A 

•100*0 


MI 


1421 


430 


137ff O 




2B4 


AAA 
•210 


A A 9 

-45.3 


0 


184 


104 


A A 

D«0 


384 


5S4 


140 


V A K 

30 cO 




4127 


•417 


-4.4 


120^ 


9127 


• AAA 

"1966 


"Z4.5 


1960 


1964 


CHANOE 


t. CHANOE 




7970 


1681 


26.7 


0 


0 


0 


A A 

0*0 


HSI 


1421 


140 


i3«S 


464 


254 


•210 


-^5.3 


0 


184 


4 AA 

104 


A A 


S64 


5S4 


4 AA 

140 




7798 


4127 


1S29 


4 9 A 

1 7.0 


4882 


9127 


-756 




1480 


1964 


CHANCE 


X CHANGf 


4284 


7970 


1681 


24.7 


142 


0 


4 A A 

-142 


A A A A 

•iDO«0 


1S88 


1421 


233 


4 ▲ A 


444 


254 


-210 


*^5« 5 


0 


184 


A AA 

184 


A A 

0«0 


S84 


534 


4 A A 

148 


SA B 

30*5 


7847 


4127 


4 AVA 

12S0 


4 A A 

15*4 


10008 


9127 


-881 


^A A 


1980 


4 AAA 

1984 


CHANGE 




6289 


7970 


1681 


26.7 


634 


0 


-634 


-100.0 


1241 


1621 


380 


so. 7 


464 


254 


-210 


-45. S 


0 


184 


184 


0.0 


386 


534 


148 


38.5 


8241 


9127 


885 


10.7 


10444 


9127 


-1318 


-12.6 



ERIC 



38- 480 O - 84 



128 



122 







ItM 


1904 


CHANOC 


X CIMNOE 


mots 




42Bf 


7970 


1481 


t«c7 


AFOC 




11DE 


0 


«||02 


-100.0 


POOD STAMPS 




1100 


I4t1 


ftf 1 


47.1 


EZTC 








-210 




FEDERAL XfCOHE TAXES 






1B4 


1B4 


0 0 


FEDERAL PAYROLL TAXES 




IB4 








DISPOSABLE XNCQHE 




ftB49 


91 f 7 


BSB 




DISPOSABLE INCOME (1fB% 




• WW 


9127 


«1 7^1 


-14.0 


NEVADA 




1M0 


1964 


CHANCE 


CHANGC 


NAGES 




42Bf 


7970 


1481 


t«.7 


AFOC 




430 


0 


-430 


-100.0 

• WW • w 


FOOD STAMPS 




1302 


1421 


319 


24.5 


EITt 




464 


254 


-210 


-45. S 


FEDERAL INCOME TAXES 




0 


1B4 


184 


0,0 


FEDERAL PAYROLL TAXES 




39k 


534 


146 


36.5 


DISPOSABLE INCOME 




B099 


9127 


1026 


12.7 


DISPOSABLE INCOME M9tK» 


$1 


1026S 


9127 


-1137 


-11.1 
1 1 • 1 


NEN HAMPSHIRE 




1^ 


1904 


CHANGE 


X CHANGE 


HA6ES 




42Bf 


7970 


1481 


<«.7 


AFDC 




1364 


0 


*-1344 


-f 00*0 


FOOD STAMPS 




1021 


1421 


400 




EITC 




444 


254 


«-210 


-45.3 


FEDERAL INCOME TAXES 




0 


1B4 


184 


0,0 


FEDERAL PAYROLL TAXES 




SB4 


534 


146 


36.5 


DISPOSABLE INCOME 




B754 


9127 


373 


4.3 


DISPOSABLE INCOME! 19B4 


$1 


11094 


9127 


-1947 


-17.7 


NEN JERSEY 




1^^ 


1964 


CHANGE 


'/. CHANGC 


NAGES 




4289 


7970 


1481 


2*. 7 


AFDC 




1430 


0 




-loo 0 


FOOD STAMPS 




942 


1421 


479 


72.1 


EITC 




444 




-210 


-45 1 


FEDERAL INCOME TAXES 




0 


1B4 


184 


0 0 

w • V 


FEDERAL PAYROLL TAXES 




SB& 




14B 


SB 5 


DISPOSABLE INCOME 




B939 


9127 


188 


2.1 


DISPOSABLE INCOME! 1fB4 


$1 


11S2B 


9127 


-2201 


-19.4 


NEN MEXICO 




HBO 


MCM 


CHANGE 


y CHANGE 


NAGES 




4289 


7970 


1681 


26.7 


AFDC 




0 


0 


0 


0.0 


FOOD STAMPS 




1431 


U2I 


190 


1S.S 


EITC 




444 


2M 


-210 


-AS. J 


FEDERAL INCOME TAXES 




0 


IM 


m 


0.0 


FEDERAL PAYROLL TAXES 




584 


534 


148 


sa.5 


DISPOSABLE INCOME 




7798 


9127 


1329 


17.0 


DISPOSABLE INCOME M9B4 




9882 


9li7 


-756 


-7.6 
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NCH YORK INYO 




1960 


1964 


CHANGC 


y. CHANGE 






6289 


7970 


1681 


26.7 


AFOC 




2S74 


0 


-2S74 


-100.0 


FOOD STAMPS 




719 


1621 


902 


125.6 


EITC 




4M 


254 


-210 


-45.3 


FEDERAL INCOME TAXES 




0 


184 


184 


0.0 


FEDERAL PAYROLL TAXES 




SM 


5S4 


146 


S6.5 


DISPOSABLE INCOME 




9459 


9127 


-sss 


-3.5 


DISPOSABLE INCOME M9M 




11988 


9127 


-2861 


-23.9 


NORTH CAROLINA 




1980 


*984 


CHANGE 


'/. CHANGE 








74 70 


1681 


26. 7 


AFOC 




0 


0 


0 


0.0 


FOOO STAMPS 




14S1 


1621 


190 


13. S 


EITC 






284 


-210 


-45.3 


FEDERAL INCOHC TAXES 




0 


184 


184 


0.0 


FEDERAL PAYROLL TAXES 




S86 


5S4 


146 


38.5 


DISPOSABLE ItCOHE 




7798 


9127 


1S29 


17.0 


DISPOSABLE INCOHEll^ 


«l 


9882 


9127 


-756 


-7.6 


NORTN DAKOTA 




1980 


1964 


CHANGE 


y. CHANGE 






6289 


7970 


1681 


26.7 


AFOC 




1558 


0 


-1558 


-100.0 


FOOO STAMPS 




96S 


1621 


657 


66^2 


EITC 




464 


254 


-210 


-45.3 


FEDERAL INCOME TAXES 




0 


184 


164 


0.0 


FEDERAL PAYROLL TAXES 




S86 


5S4 


146 


38. S 


DISPOSABLE INCOME 




8888 


9127 


236 


2,7 


DISPOSABLE INCOME M98<^ 


• ) 


11264 


9127 


-2136 


-19.0 


OHIO 




1980 


1964 


CHANGE 


y. CHANGE 








7970 


1681 


26.7 


AFDC 




586 


0 


-586 


-100.0 


FOOO STAMPS 




1255 


1621 


366 


29.2 


EITC 




464 


254 


-210 


-45.3 


FEDERAL INCOME TAXES 




0 


184 


184 


0.0 


FEDERAL PAYROLL TAXES 




S86 


SS4 


148 


36.5 


DISPOSABLE INCOME 




8208 


9127 


919 


11.2 


DISPOSABLE INCOME I19B4 


• 1 


10402 


9127 


-1275 


-12.3 


OKLAHOMA 




1980 


1984 


CHANGE 


X CHANGE 


HA6ES 




6289 


7970 


1681 


26.7 


AFDC 




850 


0 


-850 


-100.0 


FOOO STAMPS 




1176 


1621 


445 


37.9 


EITC 




464 


254 


-210 


-45.3 


FEDERAL INCOME TAXES 




0 


184 


164 


0.0 


FEDERAL PAYROLL TA>^ES 




S86 


5S4 


146 


38.5 


DISPOSABLE INCOME 




8393 


9127 


734 


8.7 


DISPOSABLE INCOME (1984 


• I 


10636 


9127 


-1509 


-14.2 



o 
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OREGON 




I960 


1964 


CHANGE 


y. CHANGE 


HAGCS 




62B9 


7970 


1661 


26. 7 


AFOC 




19S4 


0 


•1954 


•100,0 


FUUU STAnPS 




B^S 


1621 


776 


91.9 


EITC 






254 




-45.3 


FEDERAL INCOME TAXES 




0 


164 


164 


0.0 


FEDERAL PAYROLL TAXES 




SB4 


534 


146 


36.5 


C^Vtf%M#^MSAI V — 

DISPOSABLE INCOME 




f1 65 


9127 


-39 


-0.4 


DISPOSABLE INC0ME<l9a4 


• I 


11615 


9127 


•2469 


•21.4 


PENNSYLVANIA 




1960 


1964 


CHANGE 


y. CHANGE 


MAGES 




6269 


7970 


1661 


26.7 


AFDC 




125^ ^ 


0 


-1234 


•100.0 


FOOD oTAflPS 




1061 


1621 


560 


52.6 


EITC 




464 


254 


•210 


•45.3 


FEDERAL INCOME TAXES 




0 


164 


164 


0.0 


FEDERAL PAYROLL TAXES 




S66 


534 


146 


36.5 


DISPOSABLE INCOME 




6661 


9127 


465 


5.4 


DISPOSABLE INCOME (190^ 


• ) 


10977 


9127 


•1650 


-16.9 


RHODE ISLAND 




1960 


1964 


CHANGE 


X CHANGE 


NAGES 




6269 


7970 


1661 


26. 7 


AFDC 




1330 


0 


-1330 


•100.0 


FOOD STAMPS 




1032 


1621 


569 


57.1 


EITC 




464 


254 


-210 


•45.3 


FEDERAL INCOME TAXES 




0 


164 


164 


0.0 


FEDERAL PAYROLL TAXES 




366 


534 


146 


36.5 


DISPOSABLE INCOME 




6729 


9127 


396 


4.6 


DISPOSABLE INCOME! 19B^ 


• I 


11062 


9127 


•1935 


-17.5 


SOUTH CAROLINA 




1960 


1964 


CHANGE 


y. CHANGE 


MAGES 




6269 


7970 


1661 


26.7 


AFDC 




0 


0 


0 


0.0 


FOOD STAMPS 




1431 


1621 


190 


13.3 


EITC 




464 


254 


-210 


•45.3 


FEDERAL INCOME TAXES 




0 


164 


164 


0.0 


FEDERAL PAYROLL TAXES 




366 


534 


146 


38.5 


DISPOSABLE INCOME 




7796 


9127 


1329 


17,0 


DISPOSABLE XrC0MEf19B4 


• 1 


9662 


9127 


-756 


-7.6 


SOUTH DAKOTA 




1960 


1964 


CHANGE 


X CHANGE 


NAGES 




6269 


7970 


1661 


26.7 


AFDC 




994 


0 


-994 


•100.0 


FOOD STAMPS 




1133 


1621 


466 


43.1 


EITC 




464 


254 


-210 


•45,3 


FEDERAL INCOME TAXES 




0 


164 


164 


0.0 


FEDERAL PAYROLL TAXES 




366 


534 


146 


36.5 


DISPOSABLE INCOME 




6493 


9127 


633 


7.5 


DISPOSABLE INC0MEM9B4 


• 1 


10764 


9127 


-1637 


-15.2 
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TENKESSEE 




1980 


1984 


CHANGE 


CHANGE 


HA6ES 




t AAA 

6289 


7970 


l68i 


CO ■ 7 


AFDC 




0 


0 


0 


0.0 


FOOD STAHPS 




1431 


1621 


190 


IS. 3 


Eire 




464 


254 


-210 


-45.3 


FEDERAL ZNCOHE TAXES 




0 


164 


184 


0.0 


FEDERAL PAYROLL TAXES 




S86 


5S4 


148 


38.5 


DISPOSABLE INCOUE 




77 ?8 


9127 


1329 


17.0 


DISPOSABLE INC0n£Cl9B4 




9882 


9127 


-756 


-7.6 


TEXAS 




1980 


1984 


CHANGE 


X CHANGE 


HAGES 




6289 


7970 


1 66 1 


CO • J 


AFDC 




0 


0 


0 


0.0 


FOOD STAHPS 




1431 


1621 


190 


13.3 


EITC 




464 


254 


-210 


-45.3 


FEDERAL INCOME TAXES 




0 


184 


184 


0.0 


FEDERAL PAYROLL, TAXES 




386 


534 


148 


38.5 


DISPOSABLE INCOME 




7798 


9127 


1329 


17.0 


DISPOSABLE INCOME! 1984 


%\ 


9882 " 


9127 


-756 


-7.6 


UTAH 




1980 


1984 


CHANGE 


X CHANGE 


HAGES 




X 4 AA 

6269 


7970 


4 X.A4 

1 66 1 


«o . J 


AFDC 




1810 


1219 


-590 


-32.6 


FOOD STAMPS 




888 


1255 


367 


41 .4 


EITC 




464 


254 


-210 


-45.5 


FEDERAL INCOME TAXES 




0 


184 


184 


0.0 


FEDERAL PAYROLL TAXES 




386 


534 


148 


38.5 


DISPOSABLE INCOME 




9065 


9980 


916 


10.1 


DISPOSABLE INC0MEM9B4 


%\ 


11488 


9980 


-1508 


-13.1 


VERMOWT 




1980 


1984 


CHANGE 


'/. CHANGE 


HAGES 




6289 


7970 


4 i.04 

1 o6i 


CO • / 


AFDC 




3286 


141 


-3145 


-95.7 


FOOD STAHPS 




445 


1579 


1134 


254.7 


EITC 




464 


2S4 


-210 


-45.3 


FEDERAL INCOME TAXES 




0 


184 


184 


0.0 


FEDERAL PAYROLL TAXES 




386 


534 


148 


38.5 


DISPOSABLE INCOME 




10098 


9225 


-873 


-8.6 


DISPOSABLk INCOME! 1964 


%^ 


12797 


9225 


-3572 


-27.9 


VIRGINIA 




1980 


1984 


CHANGE 


X CHANGE 


HAGES 




6289 


7970 


1681 


26.7 


AFDC 




322 


0 


-322 


-100.0 


FOOD STAMPS 




1334 


1621 


287 


21.5 


EITC 




464 


254 


-210 


-45.3 


FEDERAL INCOME TAXES 




0 


184 


184 


0.0 


FEDERAL PAYROLL TAXES 




386 


534 


146 


38.5 


DISPOSABLE INCOME 




8023 


9127 


1104 


13.8 


DISPOSABLE INCOME! 1984 


%\ 


10168 


9127 


-1041 


-10.2 



o 
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NASHIN6T0N 
HAG€S 
AFOC 

FOOD STAMPS 

Eire 

FEDERAL INCOIC TAXES 
FEDERAL PAYROLL TAXES 
DISPOSABLE INCOME 
DISPOSABLE INCOME! 19M tl 

NEST VIRGINIA 
NA6ES 
AFOC 

FOOD STAMPS 
EITC 

FEDERAL INCOME TAXES 
FEDERAL PAYROLL TAXES 
DISPOSABLE INCOME 
DISPOSABLE INC0MEI1984 $1 

NISCONSIN 
NAOES 
AFDC 

FOOD STAMPS 
EITC 

FEDERAL IMCOME TAXES 
FEDERAL PAYROLL TAXES 
DISPOSABLE INCOME 
DISPOSABLE INCOME! 1964 $1 

HYOMING 
HAGES 
AFDC 

FOOD STAMPS 
EITC 

FEDERAL INCOME TAXES 
FEDERAL PAYROLL TAXES 
DIGPOGABIE INCOME 
DISPOSABLE INCOME! 1984 %) 



19M 


19B4 




fyw%0 


1094 


0 


BOS 


U21 




2M 


0 


104 


se6 


5S4 




9127 


12627 


9127 


1960 


198* 


•COT 


WTWV 


0 


0 


14Sf 


U21 


«M 


254 


0 


184 


SM 


5S4 


7798 


9127 


9882 


9127 


1980 


1984 






S010 


S09 


528 


1528 


464 


254 


0 


184 


586 


SS4 


990S 




12552 


954S 


1980 


1984 


6289 


7970 


0 


0 


14S1 


1621 


464 


254 


0 


184 


386 


554 


7798 


9127 


9882 


9127 



CHANGE X CHANGC 

1481 26.7 

-5094 -100.0 

1118 222. S 

-210 -4S.I 
184 0.0 
148 S8.S 
-857 -8.4 

-5S00 -27.7 

CHANGC y. CHANGE 
1681 26.7 
0 0.0 
190 15.5 

-210 -4S.5 
184 0.0 

148 58.5 
1529 17.0 
-756 -7.6 

CHANGC X CHANGC 

1681 26.7 

-2701 -89.7 

1000 189. S 

-210 -45.5 
184 ■ 0.0 

148 58.5 

-562 -5.7 

-5210 -25.6 

CHANGE y. CHANGE 

1661 26.7 
0 0.0 

HO 15.1 

-210 -45.5 
164 0.0 

146 56.5 

1329 17.0 

-756 -7.6 
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APPENDIX 3 



CALCULATIONS OF DISPOSABLE INCOME WITH WAGES 
EQUAL TO 125 PERCENT OF POVERTY FOR SINGLE PARENT 
FAMILIES WITH TWO AND THREE CHILDREN AND WITH AND 
WITHOUT CHILD CARE EXPENSES 



Not e; The examples shown are for Alabama, but would 
apply to most other states as well. AFDC 
benefits are zero in both 1980 and 1984. 
Disposable income is wages -t- food stamps 
less Federal income and payroll taxes less 



child care expenses. 



(127) 



ERIC 
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SINGLg PARENT WITH TWO CHILDREN 
Without Child Care Expenses 



HAGES EQUAL TO 125 PERCENT OF POVERTY 



ALABAMA 


i9ao 


1964 


CHANGE 


X CHANGE 


NA6ES 


617^ 


10359 


2185 


26.7 


AFDC 


0 


0 


0 


0.0 


FOOD STAMPS 


^50 


385 


-65 


-14.5 


EITC 


228 


0 


-228 


-100.0 


FEDERAL INCOME TAXES 


418 


603 


185 


44.4 


FEDERAL PAYROLL TAXES 


501 


694 


193 


38.5 


DISPOSABLE INCOME 


79S3 


9447 


1513 


19.1 


DISPOSABLE INCOME! 1^ •! 


10054 


9447 


*608 


-6.0 



With Child Care E 


xpenses 








ALABAMA 


1980 


1964 


CHANGC 


X CHAT 


NAGES 


6174 


10359 


216S 


26.7 


AFDC 


0 


0 


0 


0.0 


FOOD STAMPS 


612 


610 


-2 


-0.4 


EITC 


228 


0 


-228 


-100.0 


FEDERAL INCOME TAXES 


178 


164 


-14 


-7.6 


FEDERAL PAYROLL TAXES 


501 


694 


193 


38.5 


CHILD CARE EXPENSES 


1200 


1515 


315 


26.3 


DISPOSABLE INCOME 


7135 


8596 


1461 


20.5 


DISPOSABLE INCOME 11 964 6) 


9043 


8596 


-447 


-4.9 
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SINGLE PARENT WITH THREE CHLIDREN 
Without Child Care Expenses 



HAGES EQUAL TO 125 PERCEHT OF POVERTY 



ALABAMA 


1980 


1984 


CHANGE 


y. CHANGE 


NAGCS 


10<»81 


1S28S 


2801 


26.7 


AFOC 


0 


0 


0 


0.0 


FOOD STAHPS 


^25 


0 


*425 


-100.0 


EITC 


0 


0 


0 


0.0 


FEDERAL INCOME TAXES 


627 


893 


266 


42.4 


FEDERAL PAYROLL TAXES 




890 


247 


S8.5 


DISPOSABLE INCOME 


96 S6 


11500 


186S 


19.3 


DISPOSABLE INC0MEM^84 


12212 


11500 


-715 


-5.8 



With Child Care Expenses 



NAGES E«WAL TO 125 PERCEhfT OF POVERTY 



ALABAMA 


1980 


1984 


CHANGE 


y. CHAI 


HAGES 


10481 


13283 


2801 


26.7 


AFOC 


0 


0 


0 


0.0 


FOOD STAMPS 


587 


0 


-587 


-100.0 


EITC 


0 


0 


0 


0.0 


FEDERAL INCOME TAXES 


387 


469 


82 


21.1 


FEDERAL PAYROLL TAXES 


643 


890 


247 


38.5 


CHILD CARE EXPENSES 


1200 


1515 


315 


26.3 


DISPOSABLE INCOME 


8838 


10409 


1570 


17.8 


DISPOSABLE INCOME 11984 $1 


11201 


10409 


-792 


-7.1 
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APPENDIX K 



CALCULATIONS OF DISPOSABLE IMCOME (WAGES + FOOD 
STAMPS LESS FEDERAL TAXES) FOR A TWO PARENT 
FAMILY WITH TWO CHILDREN WITH WAGES EQUAL 
TO 75, 100 AND 125 PERCENT OF POVERTY 



NOTE: In all states, the 100 hour rule would makft 
the family ineligible for AFDC benefits. 



MAOCS EQUAL TO 75 PCRCCNT OF 


POVCRTV 








ALABAMA 


1980 


1984 


CHANGC 


y. CHANGE 


NAGCS 


6289 


797D 


l68l 


26.7 


AFDC 


0 


D 


D 


D.O 


FOOO STAHPS 


1431 


1621 


190 


13.3 


CITC 


464 


254 


*-2l0 


-45.3 


FEDERAL INCOME TAXES 


D 


63 


63 


0.0 


FEDERAL PAYROLL TAXES 


386 


534 


148 


38.5 


DISPOSABLE XNCOnC 


7798 


9248 


1450 


18.6 


DISPOSABLE lNC0MCM9a4 t) 


9882 


9248 


-635 


-6.4 



NAGES EQUAL TO tOD PERCENT OF POVERTY 



ALABAMA 


1980 


1984 


CHANGE 


y. CHANGE 


NAGCS 


8385 


10626 


2241 


26.7 


AFDC 


0 


0 


0 


0.0 


FOOD STAMPS 


928 


967 


40 


4.3 


EITC 


202 


0 


-202 


-100.0 


FEDERAL INCOME TAXES 


158 


366 


228 


165.5 


FEDERAL PAYROLL TAXES 


514 


712 


198 


38.5 


DISPOSABLE INCOME 


8863 


10515 


1653 


18.6 


DISPOSABLE INC0MEM984 6> 


11232 


10515 


-716 


-6.4 


HAGES EQUAL TO 125 PERCENT OF 


POVERTY 








ALABAMA 


1980 


1984 


CHANGE 


X CHANGE 


HAGES 


10481 


13283 


2801 


26.7 


AFDC 


0 


0 


0 


0.0 


FOOO STAMPS 


425 


0 


-425 


-100.0 


EITC 


0 


0 


0 


0.0 


FEDERAL INCOf« TAXES 


451 


719 


268 


59.3 


FEDERAL PAYROLL TAXES 


643 


890 


24 7 


38.5 


DISPOSABLE INCOME 


9812 


11674 


1862 


19.0 


DISPOSABLE INCOME f 1984 %) 


124K5 


11674 


-761 


-6.t 



(130) 
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APPENDIX L 



STATE SUMMARY TABLES OF WAGES 
(IN CONSTANT 1984 DOLLARS) NEEDED TO ATTAIN 
DISPOSABLE INCOME EQUAL TO 75, 100 and 125 PERCENT OF 
THE POVERTY THRESHOLDS IN 1980 AND 1984 



MOTE: Disposable income is wages + AFDC + food 
stamps less Federal taxes less child care 
expenses (in one instance). 



(lai) 
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SUWARY TABLE OF HAGES FOR A FAMILY OF THREE 
NEEOFO TO OBTAIN AN INCOME EQUAL TO 75 PERCENT OF POVERTY 
(IN COfiSTANT y9M DOLLARS I 





1980 


1984 


CHANGE 


y. CHANGE 


ALABAMA 


S955 


4170 


215 


5 


.4 


ARIZONA 


1998 


4170 


2172 


108 


.7 


ARKAriGAS 


509^ 


4170 


1076 


54 


.8 


CALIFORNIA 


0 


0 


0 


0 


.0 


COLORADO 


90 


477 


588 


452 


.7 


COtJNECTICUT 


0 


0 


0 


0 


.0 


DELAWARE 


^09 


4170 


5761 


919 


.9 


OIST. OF COL. 


H2 


4170 


4028 


2826 


.7 


FLORIDA 


2185 


4170 


1985 


90 


.9 


GEORGIA 




4170 


1156 


58 


.5 


IDAHO 


0 


4170 


4170 


0 


. QIHI 


ILLINOIS 


116 


4170 


4054 


5508 


.5 


INDIANA 


556 


4170 


5615 


650 


6 


lONA 


0 


528 


528 


0 


.0«« 


KANSAS 


0 


189 


189 


0 




KENTUCKY 


Z17Z 


4170 


1798 


75 


.8 


LOUISIANA 


2775 


4170 


1597 


50 


.4 


MAINE 


222 


528 


105 


47 


*4 


MARYLAND 


556 


652 


276 


77 


.7 


MASSACHUSETTS 


0 


0 


0 


0 


.0 


MICHIGAN! HAYNE ) 


0 


200 


200 


0 




MINT^ESOTA 


0 


0 


0 


0 


.0 


MISSISSIPPI 


2675 


4170 


1495 


55 


.9 


MISSOURI 


767 


4170 


5405 


445 


.6 


MONTANA 


505 


627 


124 


24 


.7 


NEBRASKA 


0 


455 


455 


0. 




NEVADA 


465 


4170 


5707 


801 


.2 


NEH HAMPSHIRE 


0 


156 


136 


0. 


. 0^^ 


r4EH JERSEY 


0 


61 


61 


0. 


. 0^* 


NEH MEXICO 


1516 


4170 


2654 


175. 


.0 


NEW YORK J NYC ) 


0 


0 


0 


0. 


.0 


NORTH CAROLINA 


2265 


4170 


1905 


84. 


.1 


NORTH DAKOTA 


0 


560 


560 


0. 




OHIO 




4170 


5721 


829. 


z 


OKLAHOMA 


196 


4170 


5974 


2024. 


.1 


OREGON 


0 


0 


0 


0. 


0 


PEr^rJGYLVANIA 


0 


435 


435 


0. 


0»* 


RHODE ISLAND 


0 


0 


0 


0. 


0 


SOUTH CAROLINA 


5136 


4170 


1054 


55. 


0 


SOUTH DAKOTA 


0 


659 


659 


0. 


0«i» 


TENr4ESSEE 


5955 


4170 


215 


5. 


4 


TEXAS 


3955 


4170 


215 


5. 


4 


UTAH 


0 


296 


296 


0. 


0«ii 


VERflOtJT 


0 


0 


0 


0. 


0 


VIRGINIA 


516 


680 


164 


31 . 


9 


HASHir^TON 


0 


0 


0 


0. 


0 


NEST VIRGINIA 


1690 


4170 


2280 


120. 


6 


WlbCO^ISIN 


0 


0 


0 


0. 


0 


HYOMir^* 


1249 


4170 


2921 


233. 


9 


AVERAGE 


915 


2162 


1247 


156. 


4 



DF^K)TES THAT THE X CHANGE CAN NOT BE CALCULATED 
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SUMMARY TABLE Of NAGCS POU A FAHZLY Of TNflEE 
NEEDED TO OBTAIN AN INCOME EQUAL TO 100 URGENT Of POVERTY 
(IN CONSTANT 1^ DOLLARS) 

1«80 



ALABAMA 

ARIZONA 

ARKANSAS 

CALIfORNIA 

COLORADO 

CONNECTICUT 

DELAWARE 

DIST. OF COL. 

fLORIDA 

GEORGIA 

IDAHO 

ILLINOIS 

INDIANA 

lOHA 

KANSAS 

KENTUCKY 

LOUISIANA 

HAir« 

MARYLAND 

MASSACHUSETTS 

MICHIGAN! W^YNE I 

Mirt4ES0TA 

MISSISSIPPI 

MISSOURI 

MONTANA 

NEBRASKA 

NEVADA 

NEH HAMPSHIRE 

NEN JFRSEY 

NEW MEXICO 

NEW YORK I NYC ) 

NORTH CAROLINA 

NORTH DAKOTA 

OHIO 

OKLAHOMA 

OREGON 

PErt^SYLVANIA 

RHODE ISLAND 

SOUTH CAROLINA 

SOUTH DAKOTA 

TENNtSGCE 

TEXA^ 

UTAH 

VERMONT 

VIRGINIA 

WASHINGTON 

WEST VIRGINIA 

WISCONSIN 

WYOMING 

AVERAGE 

»^ DENOTES THA> 



4579 
$579 
6579 
2^ 
4B49 
17^4 
5^91 
4956 
6579 
6579 
S967 
A902 
5197 
E977 
SS7B 
6579 
6579 
5117 
5SB4 
S030 
1239 
K52 
6579 
5975 
56 7B 
6316 
559B, 
3351 
2977 
6579 
2C6B 
6579 
3672 
5572 
5C63 
222B 
61CC 
3512 
^579 
602C 
6579 
6579 
2977 
C 

57C5 

6579 
73D 
6<^72 



19B6 
779B 
779B 
7796 
779B 
7798 
779B 
779B 
7796 
7796 
7796 
7796 
7796 
7796 
7796 
7798 
7796 
7798 
7796 
7796 
7796 
7796 
7796 
7796 
7796 
7796 
7796 
7796 
7796 
7796 
7796 
7796 
7796 
7796 
7796 
7796 
7796 
7796 
7796 
7796 
7798 
7798 
7798 
5239 
7798 
7798 
7798 
7798 
7798 
7798 
7765 



CHANGE 
1219 
1219 
1219 
7554 
29M 
6051 
2S07 
2M2 
1219 
1219 

sasi 

2895 
2601 
<M20 
^19 
1219 
1?19 
2681 
2414 
4768 
6559 
6346 
1219 
1825 
2119 
S484 
2200 
4446 
4820 
1219 
S7S0 
1219 
4125 
2226 
27S5 
5570 
S697 
4286 
1219 
5778 
1219 
1219 
2262 
7798 
2092 
7S54 
1219 
7068 
1326 
S246 



y. CHAN6f 
18.S 
18. S 
18.5 
1100.5 
60.8 
S46.5 
42.0 
57. S 
18.5 
18.5 
96.6 
59.1 
50.1 
161.9 
130.8 
18.5 
18.5 
52.4 
44.8 



.3 
.5 
.0 
.5 
.6 
.3 
.8 
.3 
,7 
,9 
.5 
1 

.5 



157. 
529. 
437. 

18. 

30. 

37. 

80. 

39. 
132. 
161 

18. 
277. 

18. 
112.5 

40.0 

54.0 
250.0 

90.2 
122.0 

18.5 

94.0 

18.5 

18.5 

76.0 
0.0»» 

36.7 
1655.7 

18.5 
968. 1 

20.5 

72.1 



THE X CHANG€ CAN NOT 8E CALCULATED 



o 

ERIC 



no 
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SUMNARY TABLE OF NAOtS PM A PANZLY OF TNMEE 
NEEDED TO OSTAXN AN INCOME E«ML TO 100 PERCENT OP POVERTY 
fXN CONSTANT 19M DOLLARS! 

1M0 



ALABAMA 

ARIZONA 

ARKANSAS 

CALIFORNIA 

COLORADO 

CONNECTICUT 

DELANARE 

DIST* OF COL* 

FLORIDA 

GEORGIA 

IDAHO 

ILLINOIS 

INDIANA 

lOHA 

KANSAS 

KENTUCKY 

LOUISIANA 

MAINE 

MARYLAND 

MASSACHUSETTS 

MICHIGAN! NAYNE I 

MINNESOTA 

MISSISSIPPI 

MISSOURI 

MONTANA 

NEBRASKA 

NEVADA 

NEH HAMPSHIRE 

NEH JERSEY 

NEH MEXICO 

NEH YORK INYO 

NORTH CAROLINA 

NORTH DAKOTA 

OHIO 

OKLAHOMA 

OREGON 

PENNSYLVANIA 

RHODE ISLAND 

SOUTH CAROLINA 

SOUTH DAKOTA 

TENNESSEE 

TEXAS 

UTAH 

VERMONT 

VIRGINIA 

HASHIN6T0N 

NEST VIRGINIA 

NISCONSIN 

NY0MIN6 

AVERAGE 

*» DENOTES THAT 



THE V. CHANGE 



B«49 

B«2S 
BM9 

2M 
5103 
17^6 
585B 
SEES 
BM9 
BM9 
406S 
SIM 
5512 
2977 
S37B 
BM9 
BM9 
541B 
5732 
3030 
1239 
U52 
SI 56 
6^1 
60 7B 
4473 
59B5 
3351 
2977 
7702 
20nl 
B6<i^^ 
3717 
5953 
5354 
222B 
4221 
352B 
B649 
4126 
B649 
B649 
2977 
0 

6110 
53B 
B41B 
764 
7203 
5:77 
CAN NOT BE 



V 

9697 
9697 
9697 
9697 
9697 
9697 
9697 
H97 
9697 
9697 
9697 

9697 
9697 
9697 
H97 
9697 
9697 
9697 
9697 
9697 
9697 
9697 
9697 
9697 
9697 
9697 
9697 
9697 
9697 
9697 
9697 
9697 
9697 
9697 
9697 
9697 
9697 
9697 
9697 
9697 
9697 
B054 
9697 
9697 
9697 
9697 
9697 
9697 
9663 



CHANGE 
104B 
1074 
104B 
9401 
4594 
7950 
3B3B 
4469 
104B 
104B 
6634 
4532 
41BB 
6720 
6319 
104B 
104B 
4279 
3965 
6667 
B458 
B245 
1541 
3256 
3619 
5224 
3712 
6346 
6720 
1995 
7629 
104B 
59B0 
3744 
4343 
7469 
5476 
6169 
104B 
5571 
104B 
104B 
5077 
9697 
3587 
9159 
1278 
8933 
2494 
4486 



Y. CHAMHE 
12.1 
12. B 
12.1 
3180.0 
90*0 
455*2 
65.5 
BS.5 
12.1 
12.1 
138.6 
87.7 
75.9 
225.7 
187.0 
12.1 
12.1 
79.0 
69.2 
220.0 
682.8 
567.7 
18.9 
50.5 
59*5 
116.8 
62.0 
189.3 
225.7 
25.9 
369.0 
12.1 
160.9 
62.9 
81.1 
335.2 
129.7 
174.9 
12.1 
135.0 
12.1 
12.1 
170,5 

0.0»« 
58.7 
1702.7 
15.2 
1168.6 
34.6 
86.7 



CALCULATED 



Child care ext>enses are assixmed. 



ERLC 



HI 
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SUHNARV TABLE OF HAOCS FOfT A FANILV OF THMC 

NEECCO TO OBTAIN AN tfCONS E«ML TO ItS PERCENT OF WVERTY 



IZN CONSTANT 19B4 DOLLARS) 





1«B0 


1964 


CHANGE 


'/. CHAK 


ALABAMA 


110H 


12010 


915 


B.S 


ARZZOKA 


110H 


1201D 


915 


6.S 


ARKANSAS 


11DH 


12010 


915 


B.S 


CALIFORNIA 


515« 


12010 


6B50 


132. B 


COLORADO 


11094 


12010 


915 


B.S 


CONNECTICUT 


7H7 


12010 


4B4S 


67.4 


DE LANARK 


110H 


12010 


915 


B.S 


DIST. OF COL. 


11094 


12010 


915 


B.S 


FLORIDA 


11D94 


12010 


915 


B.S 


GEORGIA 


11D94 


12010 


915 


B.S 


IDAHO 


11D94 


12010 


915 


B.S 


ILLINOIS 


11D94 


12010 


915 


B.S 


INDIANA 


11D94 


12010 


915 


B.S 


lOHA 


9962 


12010 


2048 


20.4 


KANSAS 


10960 


12010 


1050 


9.4 


KENTUCKY 


11D94 


12010 


915 


B.S 


LOUISIANA 


11D94 


12010 


915 


B.S 


HAINE 


11D94 


12010 


915 


B.S 


MARYLAND 


11D94 


12010 


915 


B.S 


MASSACHUSETTS 


1DD95 


12010 


1915 


19.0 


MICHIGAN! HAYNE 1 


4460 


12010 


5550 


65.9 


MINNESOTA 


67D7 


12010 


5S0S 


79.1 


MISSISSIPPI 


11D94 


12010 


915 


8.S 


MISSOURI 


11D94 


12010 


915 


B.S 


MONTANA 


11D94 


12010 


915 


e.s 


NEBRASKA 


11D94 


12010 


915 


B.S 


NEVADA 


11D94 


12010 


915 


B.S 


NEN HAMPSHIRE 


1089S 


12010 


1117 


10. S 


NEN JERSEY 


9962 


12010 


204S 


20.6 


NEN MEXICO 


11D94 


12010 


915 


6.S 


NEH YORK f NYC 1 


7761 


12010 


4249 


54.7 


NORTH CAROLINA 


11D94 


12010 


915 


6.S 


NORTH DAKOTA 


11D94 


12010 


915 


e.s 


OHIO 


11D94 


12010 


915 


6.3 


OKLAHOMA 


11D94 


12010 


915 


8.3 


OREGON 


6146 


12010 


S86S 


47.4 


PENNSYLVANIA 


11D94 


12010 


915 


8.3 


RHODE ISLAND 


11D94 


12010 


915 


6.3 


SOUTH CAROLINA 


11D94 


12010 


915 


8.3 


SOUTH DAKOTA 


11D94 


12010 


915 


8.3 


TENNESSEE 


11D94 


12010 


915 


6.3 


TEXAS 


11D94 


12010 


915 


6.3 


UTAH 


9962 


12010 


2048 


20.6 


VERMONT 


4652 


12010 


7358 


158.2 


VIRGINIA 


11D94 


12010 


915 


8.3 


HASHINGTOr 


556D 


12010 


6449 


116.0 


HEST VIRGI 


11D94 


12010 


915 


8.3 


HISCOrjSIN 


59S5 


12010 


6074 


1D2.3 


HYOHir^G 


1 tD94 


12010 


915 


8.3 


AVERAGE 


1D13S 


12010 


1875 


18.5 


«# DENOTES THAT THE / 


< CHANGE CAN NOT 


BE CALCULATED 





APPENDIX M 



CALCULATIONS FOR BACH STATE OF WAGES (IN CONSTANT 
1984 DOLLARS) NEEDED TO ATTAIN DISPOSABLE INCOME 
EQUAL TO THE POVERTY THRESHOLD IN 1980 AND 1984 



NOTE ; Disposable income is wages AFDC food 

stamps less Federal income and payroll taxes, 



(186) 
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AHOUNT OF MAGES FOR A FAMILY OF TNIIEE TO MAINTAIN AN 
INCOME EQUAL TO 100 PERCENT OF POVERTY IN ALABAMA 



NA6ES 
AFOC 

FOOD STAMPS 
EITC 

FEDERAL INCOME TAXES 
FEDERAL PAYROLL TAXES 
CHILD CARE EXPENSES 
DISPOSABLE INCOME 



1960 
6624 
0 

597 
0 

416 

1200 
6539 



1964 

10205 
0 

42S 
0 
142 
464 
1515 
6267 



CHANOE 
3S81 
0 

-SIS 
-397 
142 
265 
315 
1746 



'/. CHANGE 
49.5 
0.0 
-54.6 
-100.0 
0.0 
4S.4 
26. S 
26.7 



AMOUNT OF NAGES FOR 
INCOME EQUAL TO 100 



A FAMILY OF THREE TO MAINTAIN AN 
PERCENT OF POVERTY IN ARIZONA 





1960 


1964 


CHANGE 


'/. CHANGE 


NAGES 


6604 


10205 


S401 


50.0 


AFOC 


17 


0 


-17 


-100.0 


FOOD STAMPS 


936 


423 


-513 


-54.6 


EITC 


400 


0 


-400 


-100.0 


FEDERAL INCOME TAXES 


0 


142 


142 


0.0 


FEDERAL PAYROLL TAXES 


417 


664 


267 


63.9 


CHILD CARE EXPENSES 


1200 


1515 


315 


26.3 


DISPOSABLE INCOME 


6539 


6267 


1746 


.26.7 



AMOUNT OF NAGES FOR A FAMILY OF THREE TO MAINTAIN AN 
INCOME EQU%L TO 100 PERCENT OF POVERTY IN ARKANSAS 





1960 


1964 


CHANGE 


'/. CHANGE 


WAGES 


6624 


10205 


3361 


49.5 


AFOC 


0 


0 


0 


0.0 


FOOD STAMPS 


936 


423 


-513 


-54.6 


EITC 


397 


Q 


-397 


-100.0 


FEDERAL INCOME TAXES 


0 


142 


142 


0.0 


FEDERAL PAYROLL TAXES 


418 


664 


265 


63.4 


CHILD CARE EXPENSES 


1200 


1515 


315 


26.3 


DISPOSABLE INCOME 


6539 


6267 


1746 


26.7 



AHOUNT OF KA6ES FOR A FAMILY OF THREE TO HAIMTAIN AN 
INCOHE EQUAL TO 100 PERCENT OF POVERTY IN CALIFORNIA 



NAGES 
AFDC 

FOOD STAHPS 
EITC 

FEDERAL INCOME TAXES 
FEDERAL PAYROLL TAXES 
CHILD CAPE EXPENSES 
DISPOSABLE INCOHE 



1900 

Zll 
5676 
667 
23 
0 
H 
47 
65S9 



1984 
10205 
0 

423 
0 
142 
684 
1515 
8287 



CHANGE 

9972 
-5676 

-23 
142 
669 
1468 
1748 



y. CHANCE 
4274.7 
-100.0 
*36.6 
-100.0 
0.0 
4681.5 
3147.2 
26.7 



ERLC 



38-48 0 0 - 84 - 10 
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AHOUKT OF HAGES FOR A FAMILY OF THREE TO MAINTAIN AN 
INCOME EQUAL TO 100 PERCENT OF POVERTY IN COLORADO 





1 0AA 


1984 


CHANGE 




PI Ave S 


*tuco 


10205 


6179 


1SX S 


Ar 




0 


-2221 


«100 0 


rUUU alAnra 


941 


423 


-519 


«RC 1 






0 


-403 


-100 0 


rCfiPDAl TUTflMir TAVIfC 


A 
V 


142 


142 


0.0 


rpnpDAi DAvoni i TAVir^ 

rcllClfAL rATKULL lAACd 




684 


437 


1 77 0 




AOS 


1515 


710 


88 1 






8287 


1748 


26. 7 




A FAMILY OF THREE 


TO MAINTAIN AN 




XNCOHE EQUAL TO 100 


PERCENT OF POVERTY 


IN COItlECTIClir 






1980 


1984 


CHANGE 


CHANGE 




1378 


10205 


8827 


640.6 


AFOC 


^599 


0 


-4599 


-100.0 


FOOD STAHPS 


784 


423 


-S61 


-46.1 


EZTC 


138 


0 


-138 


-10D.0 


FEDERAL ZNCOHC TAXES 


0 


142 


142 


0.0 


FEDERAL PAYROLL TAXES 


84 


684 


599 


709.4 


CHILD CARE EXPENSES 


276 


1515 


1239 


449.7 


DISPOSABLE INCOHE 


6539 


8287 


1748 


26.7 



AMOUNT OF HAGES FOR 
IfCOME EQUAL TO 100 



A FAMILY OF THREE TO MAINTAIN AN 
PERCENT OF POVERTY IN DELANARE 





1980 


1984 


CHANGE 


X CHANGE 


HAGES 


4623 


10205 


5563 


120.8 


AFDC 


1711 


0 


-1711 


-100.0 


FOOD STAMPS 


951 


423 


-528 


-55.5 


EITC 


462 


0 


-462 


-100.0 


FEDERAL INCOME TAXES 


0 


142 


142 


0.0 


FEDERAL PAYROLL TAXES 


283 


684 


400 


141.3 


CHILD CARE EXPENSES 


925 


1515 


590 


63.9 


DISPOSABLE INCOHE 


6539 


8287 


1748 


26.7 


AMOUNT OF HAGES FOR 


A FAMILY OF THREE 


TO MAINTAIN AN 




INCOHE EQUAL TO 100 


PERCr MT OF POVERTY 


IN DIST. 


OF COL 






1980 


1984 


CHANGE 


X CHANGE 


HAGES 


41 2r* 


10205 


6080 


147.4 


AFDC 


2136 


0 


-2136 


-100.0 


FOOD STAMPS 


943 


423 


-520 


-55.2 


EITC 


413 


0 


•413 


-100.0 


FEDERAL INCOME TAXES 


0 


142 


142 


0.0 


FEDERAL PAYROLL TAXES 


253 


684 


431 


170.4 


CHILD CARE EXPENSES 


825 


1515 


690 


83.6 


DISPOSABLE INCOHE 


6539 


8287 


1746 


26.7 



t 



o 

ERIC 
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AMOiMT OF HAGCS FOR A FAMILY OF THREE TO HAZNTAIN AN 
ZNCOHE EQUAL TO 100 PERCENT OF POVERTY ZN FLORZDA 





1980 


1984 


CHANGE 


'/. CHANGE 


HAGES 


6624 


10205 


SS61 


49.5 


AFDC 


0 


0 


0 


0.0 


FOOD STAMPS 


936 


42S 


-51 S 


-54.6 


EZTC 


S97 


0 


-397 


-100.0 


FEDERAL ZNCOMi TA}(ES 


0 


142 


142 


0.0 


FEDERAL PAYROLL TAXES 


41ft 


664 


265 


63.4 


CHZLD CARE EXPENSES 


1200 


151!! 


315 


26.3 


DISPOSABLE ZNCONE 


65S9 


6267 


1746 


26.7 



AMOUNT OF MAGES FOR A FAMZLY OF THREE TO MAZNTAZN AN 



ZNCOME EQUAL TO 100 PERCENT OF POVERTY ZN GEORGZA 





1980 


1984 


CHANCE 


y. CHANGE 


HAGES 


682^ 


10205 


5381 


49.5 


AFDC 


0 


0 


0 


0.0 


FOOD STAMPS 


936 


425 


-515 


-54.8 


EZTC 


597 


0 


-597 


-100.0 


FED(:RAL ZNCOHE TAXES 


0 


142 


142 


0.0 


FEDERAL PAYROLL TAXES 


^18 


684 


265 


65.4 


CHZLD CARE EXPENSES 


1200 


1515 


515 


26.5 


DISPOSABLE ZNCOHE 


6559 


8287 


1748 


26.7 



AMOUNT OF NA6ES FOR A FAMILY OF THREE TO MAZNTAZN AN 
ZNCOME EQUAL TO 100 PERCENT OF POVERTY ZN IDAHO 



HAGES 
AFDC 

FOOD STAMPS 
EZTC " 
FEDERAL ZNCOME TAXES 
FEDERAL PAYROLL TAXES 
CHZLD CARE EXPENSES 
DISPOSABLE ZNCOME 



1980 
5206 
2922 
928 
521 
0 

197 
641 
6559 



1984 CHANGE % CHANGE 



10205 
0 

425 
0 

142 

T515 
8287 



6999 

-2922 
-505 
-321 
142 
487 
874 
1748 



218.5 
-100.0 
-54.4 
-100.0 
0.0 
247.9 
156.5 
26.7 



AMOUNT OF HAGES FOR A FAMZLY OF THREE TO MAINTAZN AN 



ZrKOHE EQUAL TO 100 PERCENT OF POVERTY ZN ZLLZNOZS 





1980 


1984 


CHANGE 


y. CHAI 


HAGES 


4076 


10205 


6130 


150.4 


AFDC 


2178 


0 


-2178 


-100.0 


FOOD STAMPS 


942 


425 


-519 


-55.1 


EITC 


408 


0 


-408 


-100.0 


FEDERAL ZNCOME TAXES 


0 


142 


142 


0.0 


FEDERAL PAYROLL TAXES 


250 


684 


434 


175.7 


CHZLD CARE EXPENSES 


815 


1515 


700 


85.9 


DISPOSABLE INCOME 


6559 


8287 


1748 


26.7 



o 

ERIC 
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AHOUNT 
INCOME 



OF HA6ES 
EQUAL TO 



ron 

100 



MAGES 
AFDC 

FOOD STAHPS 

Eire 

FEDERAL INCOHE TAXES 
FEDERAL PAYROLL TAXES 
CHILD CARE EXPENSES 
DISPOSABLE INCOHE 



A FAMILY OF THREE TO MAINTAIN AN 
PERCENT OF POVERTY IN INDIANA 

1980 IfM CHANCE % CHANGE 

10205 5656 134.4 

m4 0 *1944 «iQto.o 

^7 42S -524 *SlS.l 

455 0 «455 *10Q.0 

0 142 142 0<0 

267 484 417 154.4 

870 15(5 445 74.2 

45S9 8287 1 748 24.7 



AHOUNT OF HAGES FOR 
INCOME EQUAL TO 100 

HAGES 
AFDC 

FOOD STAHPS 
EITC 

FEDERAL INCOHE TAXES 
FEDERAL PAYROLL TAXES 
CHILD CARE EXPENSES 
DISPOSABLE INCOHE 



A FAMILY OF THREE TO MAINTAIN AN 
PERCENT OF POVERTY IN lONA 

1980 1984 CHANGE X CHANGE 

2349 10205 7854 554.4 

5485 0 -5485 -100.0 

884 425 --441 *^52.1 

255 0 -255 -130.0 

0 142 142 0.0 

144 484 540 574.8 

470 1515 1045 222.4 

4559 8287 1748 24.7 



AHOUNT OF MAGES FOR A FAMILY OF THREE TO MAINTAIN AN 
INCOME EQUAL TO 100 PERCENT OF POVERTY IN KANSAS 





1960 


1984 


CHANGE 


y. CHAf 


HAGES 


2444 


10205 


7540 


282.8 


AFDC 


5587 


0 


-5587 


-100.0 


FDOO STAMPS 


914 


425 


-495 


-55.8 


EITC 


267 


0 


-247 


-100.0 


FEDERAL INCOHE TAXES 


0 


142 


142 


0.0 


FEDERAL PAYROLL TAXES 


145 


484 


520 


518.4 


CHILD CAPE EXPENSES 


555 


1515 


982 


184.2 


DISPOSABLE INCOHE 


4559 


8287 


1748 


24.7 



AHOUNT OF HAGES FOR A FAMILY OF THREE TO MAINTAIN AN 
INCOME EQUAL TO 100 PERCENT OF POVERTY IN KENTUCKY 





1980 


1984 


CHANGE 


X CHAf 


HAGES 


6824 


10205 


5581 


49.5 


AFDC 


0 


0 


0 


0.0 


FOOD STAMPS 


956 


425 


-515 


-54.8 


EITC 


597 


0 


-597 


-100.0 


FEDERAL INCOHE TAXES 


0 


142 


142 


0.0 


FEDERAL PAYROLL TAXES 


418 


684 


265 


65.4 


CHILD CARE EXPENSES 


1200 


1515 


515 


26.5 


DISPOSABLE INCOME 


6559 


8287 


t7<f8 


26.7 



o 

ERIC 
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AHOUNT OF NA6ES FM A FAHXLY OF THREE TO HAXNTAXN AN 



INCOME EQUAL TO 100 PERCENT OF POVERTY, IN LOUISIANA 





1960 


1964 


CHANGE 


y. CHANGE 


HA6ES 


6624 


10205 


3361 


49*5 


AFOC 


0 


0 


0 


0.0 


FOOD STAMPS 


936 


42S 


-51 3 


-54.6 


EITC 


S97 


0 


•397 


-100.0 


FEDERAL INCOME TAXES 


0 


142 


142 


0.0 


FEDERAL PAYROLL TAXES 


416 


664 


265 


63.4 


CHILD CARE EXPENSES 


1200 


1515 


315 


26.3 


DISPOSABLE INCOME 


65S9 


6267 


1746 


26. 7 


AMOUNT OF NA6ES FOR 


A FAMILY OF THREE 


TO MAINTAXN AN 




INCOME EQUAL TO 100 


PERCENT OF POVERTY 


IN MAINE 






1960 


1964 


CHANGE 


y. CHANGE 


HA6ES 


4275 


10205 


5930 


136.7 


AFDC 


2006 


0 


-2006 


-100.0 


FOOD STAMPS 


946 


423 


-523 


-55.3 


EITC 


427 


0 


•427, 


-100.0 


FEDERAL INCOME TAXES 


0 


142 


142 


0.0 


FEDERAL PAYROLL TAXES 


262 


664 


422 


160.9 


CHILD CARE EXPENSES 


655 


1515 


660 


77.2 


DISPOSABLE INCOME 


65S9 


6267 


1746 


26.7 



AMOUNT OF MAGES FOR A FAMILY OF THREE TO MAINTAIN AN 
irCOME EQUAL TO 100 PERCENF OF POVERTY IN MARYLAND 





1960 


1964 


CHANGE 


X CHA1 


MAGES 


4523 


10205 


5662 


125.6 


AFDC 


1796 


0 


-1796 


-100.0 


FOOD STAMPS 


950 


423 


•527 


-55.5 


EITC 


452 


0 


-452 


-100.0 


FEDERAL INCOME TAXES 


0 


142 


142 


0.0 


FEDERAL PAYROLL TAXES 


277 


664 


406 


146.6 


CHILD CARE EXPENSES 


905 


1515 


610 


67.5 


DISPOSABLE INCOME 


6539 


6267 


1746 


26.7 



AMOUNT OF HAGES FOR A FAMILY OF THREE TO MAINTAIN AN 
irCOME EQUAL TO 100 PERCENT OF POVERTY IN MASSACHUSETTS 





1960 


1964 


CHANGE 


X CHAi 


HAGES 


2391 


10205 


7614 


326.6 


AFDC 


3646 


0 


-3646 


-100.0 


FOOD STAMPS 


866 


423 


•465 


-52.4 


EITC 


239 


0 


•239 


-100.0 


FEDERAL INCOME TAXES 


0 


142 


142 


0.0 


FEDERAL PAYROLL TAXES 


147 


684 


537 


366.5 


CHILD CARE EXPENSES 


478 


1515 


1037 


216.6 


DISPOSABLE INCOME 


6539 


6287 


1746 


26.7 



ERIC 



142 



AHOUNT OF NAGCS FOR 
INCOME EQUAL TO 100 

HAGES 
AFOC 

FOOO STAMPS 
EZTC 

feoemTl income TA}<ES 

FEDERAL PAYROLL TAXES 
CHILD CARE EXPENSES 
DISPOSABLE INCOME 



A FAMILY OF THRCE TO MAINTAIN AN 
PERCENT OF POVERTY IN HICHIOANf NAYNE I 



1 

\ 



1980 
977 
497* 

743 
9S 
0 
60 
195 
6539 



1906 

10205 
0 

423 

0 

142 
684 
1515 
8287 



CHANGE 
9228 
-4976 
-320 
-98 
142 
624 
1320 
1748 



AMOUNT OF HAGES FOR A FAMILY OF THREE TO MAINTAIN AN 
INCOME EQUAL TO 100 PERCENT OF POVERTY IN MINNESOTA 



HAGES 
AFDC 

FOOO STAMPS 
EITC 

FEDERAL INCOME TAXES 
FEDERAL PAYROLL TA;<ES 
CHILD CARE EXPENSES 
DISPOSABLE INCOME 



1980 
1146 
4817 
761 
115 
0 
70 
229 
6539 



1984 

10205 
0 

423 
0 
142 
684 
1515 
8287 



CHANGE 
9059 
-4817 
-338 
-115 
142 
614 
1286 
1748 





198D 


1984 


CHANGE 


HA6CS 


MB 


10205 


3770 


AFOC 


319 


0 


-319 


FCXX) STAMPS 




425 


-511 


EITC 




0 


-446 


FEDERAL ZNCOHC TAXES 


D 


142 


142 


FEDERAL PAYROLL TAXES 




M4 


289 


CHILD CARE EXPENSES 


12DD 


1515 


315 


DISPOSABLE INCOME 


6539 


8287 


1748 



y. CHANGE 
944.1 
<*100.0 
-43.1 
**100.0 
0.0 
1041.2 
675.0 
26.7 



y. CHANGE 
790.6 
-^lOO.O 

*100.0 
0.0 
873*4 
561.1 
26.7 



AMOUNT OF HAGES FOR A FAHIIY OF THREE TO HAZNTAZN AN 
INCOME EQUAL TO 100 PERCENT OF POVERTY IN MISSISSIPPI 



y. CHANGE 
58.6 
-100.0 
-54.7 
-100.0 
0.0 
73.3 
26.3 
26.7 



AMOUNT OF HAGES FOR A FAMILY OF THREE TO MAINTAIN AN 
INCOME EQUAL TO 100 PERCENT OF POVERTY IN MISSOURI 



HAGES 
AFDC 

FOOO STAMPS 
EITC 

FEDERAL INCOME TAXES 
FEDERAL PAYROLL TAXES 
CHILD CARE EXPENSES 
DISPOSABLE INCOME 



1980 
5083 
1329 
956 
SCO 
0 

312 
1017 

65S9 



1984 
10205 
0 

423 
0 
142 
684 
1515 
8287 



CHANGE 

5123 
-1329 
-553 
-500 
^ 142 
372 
498 
1748 



y. CHANGE 
100.8 
-100.0 
-55.7 
-100.0 
0.0 
119.5 
49.0 
26.7 



lU9 



143 



AHOUNT OF NAGCS FOR 


A FAHZLV OP 


THREE 


TO HAZNTAXN AN 




XNCOHE EQUAL TO 100 


PERCENT OP POVERTY IH HOKTANA 








1W0 


1984 


CHANGE 


X CHANGE 


HA6CS 






10205 


5409 


112.8 


AFOC 




1542 


0 


*-1562 


-100.0 


FOOD STAHPS 




954 


423 


-531 


-55.7 


EITC 




4B0 


0 


•>480 


-100.0 


FEDERAL INCOHi TAXES 




0 


142 


142 


0.0 


FEDERAL PAYROLL TAXES 






684 


390 


132.6 


CHILD CARE EXPENSES 




959 


1515 


556 


57.9 


DISPOSABLE XNCOHE 




6539 


8287 


1748 


26.7 


AHOUNT OF HAGCS FOK 


A FAMILY OF 


THREE 


TO MAXKTAXN AN 




INCOME EQUAL TO 100 


PERCENT OF 1 


POVERTY 


' XN NEBRASKA 








19B0 


1984 


CHANGE 


/ CHANGE 


HAGES 




3529 


10205 


6676 


189.2 


AFDC 




2646 


0 


-2646 


-100.0 


FOOD STAMPS 




933 


423 


-510 


-54.7 


EITC 




353 


0 


-353 


-100. 0 


FEDERAL INCOME TAXES 




0 


142 


142 


0.0 


FEDERAL PAYROLL TAXES 




216 


684 


467 


216. 1 


CHILD CARE EXPENSES 




706 


1515 


809 


114.6 


DISPOSABLE INCOME 




6539 


8287 


1748 


26.7 


AHOUNT OF NA6ES FOR 


A FAMILY OF 


THREE 


TO MAINTAIN AN 




INCbME EQUAL TO 100 


PERCENT OF 1 


POVERTY 


' XN NEVADA 








19B0 


1984 


CHANGE 


/. CHANGE 


NA6ES 




4722 


10205 


5483 


116.1 


AFOC 




1626 


0 


-1626 


-100.0 


FOOD STAMPS 




953 


423 


-530 


-55.6 


EITC 




472 


0 


-472 


-100.0 


FEDERAL INCOME TAXES 




0 


142 


142 


0.0 


FEDERAL PAYROLL TAXES 




2B9 


684 


394 


136.2 


CHILD CARE EXPENSES 




944 


1515 


571 


60.4 


DISPOSABLE INCOME 




6539 


8287 


1748 


26.7 


AMOUNT OF NA6ES FOR 


A FAMILY OF 


THREE 


TO MAINTAIN AN 




▼:K0ME EQUAL TO 100 


PERCENT OF 1 


POVERTY 


IN NEN 


HAMPSHIRE 






19S0 


1984 


CHANGE 


y. CHANGE 


HAGES 




2644 


10205 


7561 


285.9 


AFDC 




5407 


0 


-3407 


-100. D 


FOOD STAMPS 




914 


423 


-491 


-53.7 


EITC 




264 


0 


-264 


-100.0 


FEDERAL INCOME TAXES 




0 


142 


142 


0.0 


FEDERAL PAYROLL TAXES 




162 


684 


522 


321.8 


CHILD CARE EXPENSES 




529 


1515 


986 


186.5 


DISPOSABLE INCOME 




6539 


8287 


1748 


26.7 



ERIC 



144 

AMOUNT OF NAGCS FOfI A FmULY OF THREE TO MAINTAIN AN 



INCOME EQUAL TO 100 PERCENT OF POVERTV IN NEN JERSEY 





1W0 


1986 


CHANGE 


X CHANGE 


NAGCS 




10205 


7856 




AFDC 


36B5 


0 


-3685 


-100 .0 


FOOD STAHPS 


B8^ 


423 


-461 


-*5Z. 1 


EXTC 


235 


0 


-235 


-100.0 


FEDERAL XNCOHE TAXES 


0 


142 


142 




FEDERAL PAYROLL TAXES 


i A A. 


684 


540 




CHILD CARE EXPENSES 


470 


1515 


1045 


ZZZ.4 


DISPOSABLE INCOME 


6539 


8287 


1748 


Zo« 7 


AHOUNT OF NAGES FOR 


A FAMILY OF THREE 


TO MAINTAIN AN 




IfCQHE EQUAL TO 100 


PERCENT Or POVtRTY 


IN NEN 


MEXICO 




NAGESV"\^ 
AFDC 


1980 


1984 


CHANGE 


X CHANGE 


6077 


10205 


4128 


67.9 


612 


0 


-612 


-100,0 


FOOD STAMPS 


932 


423 


-509 


-54.6 


EITC 


«90 


0 


-490 


-100.0 


FEDERAL INCOME TAXES 


0 


142 


142 


0.0 


FEDERAL PAYROLL TAXES 


57S 


684 


311 


83.5 


CHILD CARE EXPENSES 


1200 


1515 


315 


26.3 


DISPOSABLE INCOME 


6539 


8287 


1748 


26.7 



AMOUNT OF NAGES FOR A FAMILY OF THREE TO MAINTAIN AN 
INCOME EQUAL TO 100 PERCENT OF POVERTY IN NEN YORK «NyC) 





1980 


19B4 


CHANGE 


y. CHAI 


HAGES 


1631 


1D2D5 


B574 


525.5 


AFDC 


4361 


D 


-4361 


-IDOO 


FOOD STAMPS 


BID 


423 


-387 


-47. B 


EITC 


163 


D 


-163 


-1DD.D 


FEDERAL INCOME TAXES 


0 


142 


142 


O.D 


FEDERAL PAYROLL TAXES 


100 


684 


584 


583.7 


CHILD CARE EXPENSES 


326 


1515 


1189 


364.3 


DISPOSABLE INCOME 


6539 


82B7 


1748 


26.7 



AMOUNT OF HAGE3 FOR A FAMILY OF THREE TO MAINTAIN AN 
INCOME EQUAL TO 100 PERCENT OF POVERTY IN NORTH CAROLINA 





19BD 


1984 


CHANGE 


y. CHANGE 


HAGES 


6824 


1D205 


3381 


49.5 


AFDC 


0 


0 


0 


0.0 


FOOD STAMPS 


936 


423 


-513 


-54.8 


EITC 


397 


0 


-397 


-100.0 


FEDERAL INCOME TAXES 


D 


142 


142 


0.0 


FEOFRAL PAYROLL TAXES 


418 


664 


265 


63.4 


CHILD CARE EXPENSES 


1200 


ISIS 


315 


26.3 


DISPOSABLE INCOME 


6559 


8287 


174B 


26.7 



t51 




145 



AHOim OF HAGES FM 
INCOHC EQUAL TO 100 

HAGES 
AFDC 

FOOD STAMPS 
EITC 

FEDERAL INCOME TAXES 
FEDERAL PAYROLL TAXES 
CHILD CARE EXPENSES 
DISPOSABLE INCOME 



A FAMILY OF THREE TO MAINTAIN AN 
PERCENT OF POVERTY IN NORTH DAKOTA 
1980 



2933 
3156 
923 
293 
0 

ISO 
587 
6539 



1984 

10205 
0 

423 
0 

K2 
684 
1515 
8287 



CHANGE 

7272 
-3156 
-500 
-293 
142 
504 
928 
1748 



A CHANGE 
247.9 
100.0 
-54.2 
100.0 
0.0 
280.3 
158.3 
26.7 



AMOUNT OF MAGES 
INCOME EQUAL TO 



HAGES 
AFDC 

FOOD STAMPS 
EITC 

FEDERAL INCOME TAXES 
FEDERAL PAYROLL TAXES 
CHILD CARE EXPENSES 
DISPOSABLE INCOME 



FOR A FAMILY OF THREE TO MAINTAIN AN 
100 PERCENT OF POVERTY IN OHIO 

1980 1984 CHANGE X CHANGE 

4697 10205 5508 117.3 

1647 0 -1647 -100.0 

953 423 -530 -55.6 

470 0 -470 -100.0 

0 142 142 0.0 

288 684 596 137.5 

939 1515 576 61.3 

6539 8287 1748 26.7 



AMOUNT OF HAGES FOR A FAMILY OF THREE TO MAINTAIN AN 



IfCOME EQUAL TO 100 PERCENT OF POVEP'7 IN OKLAHOMA 





1980 


1984 


CHANGE 


X CHANGE 


HAGES 


4225 


10205 


5980 


141 .5 


AFDC 


2051 


0 


-2051 


-100.0 


FOOD STAMPS 


945 


423 


-522 


-55.2 


EITC 


422 


0 


-422 


rioo.o 


FEDERAL INCOME TAXES 


0 


142 


142 


0.0 


FEDERAL PAYROLL TAXES 


259 


664 


425 


164.0 


CHILD CAPE EXPENSES 


845 


1515 


670 


79.3 


DIGPOGABIE INCOflE 


6539 


8287 


1748 


26.7 


AMOUNT OF WAGES FOR 


A FAMILY OF THREE 


^0 MAINTAIN AN 




INCOME EQUAL TO 100 


PERCENT OF POVERTY 


IN OREGON 






1980 


1984 


CHANGE 


>C CHANGE 


WAGES 


1758 


10205 


8447 


480.4 


AFDC 


4241 


0 


-4241 


-100.0 


FOOD STAMPS 


823 


423 


-400 


-48.6 


EITC 


176 


0 


-176 


-100.0 


FEDERAL INCOME TAXES 


0 


142 


142 


0.0 


FEDEPiil PAYROLL TAXES 


108 


684 


576 


534.4 


CHILD CAPE eXPEr«ES 


352 


ISIS 


1163 


330.8 


OIGPO^iABlE IfKOME 


6539 


6287 


1748 


26 7 



ERIC 



I5^ 
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AMOUNTT OF HA6ES/ FOR A FAHILY OF THREE TO HAiraAIN AN 
INCOME EQUAL TO 100 PERCENT OF POVERTY IN PENNSYLVANIA 



HA6ES 
AFDC 

FOOD STAMPS 
EITC 

FEDERAL INCOME TAXES 
FEDERAL PAYROLL TAXES 
CHILD CARE EXPENSES 
DISPOSABLE INCOME 



1980 
3331 
2816 
930 
333 
0 

204 
666 
6539 



1984 
10205 
0 

423 
0 

142 
684 
1515 
8287 



CHANGE 
6875 
-2816 
-507 
-333 
142 
480 
849 
1748 



X CHANGE 
206.4 
-100.0 
-54.5 
-100.0 
0.0 
234.9 
127.4 
26.7 



AMOUNT OF HAGES FOR 


A FAMILY C 


THREE 


TO MAINTAIN AN 




INCOME EQUAL TO 100 


PERCENT OF 


POVERTY 


IN RHODE 


ISLAND 








1980 


1984 


CHANGE 


y. CHANGE 


HAGES 




2784 


1D2D5 


7422 


266.6 


AFDC 




3284 


D 


«-3284 


-100.0 


FOOD STAMPS 




921 


423 


-498 


-54.1 


EITC 




278 


0 


-278 


-100.0 


FEDERAL INCOME TAXES 




0 


142 


142 


0.0 


FEDERAL PAYROLL TAXES 




171 


684 


513 


3C0.7 


CHILD CARE EXPENSES 




557 


1515 


958 


%\ 


DISPOSABLE INCOME 




6539 


8287 


1748 





AMOUNT « WAGES FOR A FAMILY OF THREE TO MAINTAIN AN 
INCOME EQUAL TO IDD PERCENT OF POVERTY IN SOUTH CAROLINA 



HAGES 
AFDC 

FOOD STAMPS 
EITC 

FEDERAL INCOME TAXES 
FEDERAL PAYROLL TAXES 
CHILD CARE EXPENSES 
DISPOSABLE INCOME 



1980 
6824 
D 

936 
397 
D 

418 
12DD 
6539 



1984 
1D2D5 
D 

423 
D 

142 
684 
1515 
8287 



CHANGE 
3381 
0 

-513 
-397 
142 
265 
315 
1748 



X CHANGE 
49.5 
0 
8 
0 
0 
4 
3 
7 



0. 
-54. 
-100. 
0. 
63. 
26. 
26. 



AMOUNT OF WAGES FOR A FAMILY OF THREE TO MAINTAIN AN 
INCOME EQUAL TO 100 PERCENT OF POVERTY IN SOUTH DAKOTA 



WAGES 
AFDC 

FOOD STAMPS 
EITC 

FEDERAL INCOME TAXES 
FEDERAL PAYROLL TAXES 
CHILD CARE EXPENSES 
DISPOOABIE INCOME 



1980 

3256 
2880 
929 
326 
D 

200 
651 
65S9 



1984 
10205 
0 

423 
0 

142 
684 
1515 
8287 



CHANGE 
6949 
-2880 
-506 
-326 
142 
484 
864 
1748 



X CHANGE 
213.4 
-100.0 
-54.5 
-100.0 
0.0 
242.6 
132.6 
26.7 



ERIC 



153 



147 



AMOUNT OF HA6ES FOR A FAMILY OF THREE TO HAXNTaZN AN 



INCOME EQUAL TO 100 PERCENT OF POVERTY IN TENNESSEE 





1980 


1984 


CHANGE 


y. CHAI 


HA6ES 




10205 


1381 


49.5 


AFDC 


0 


0 


0 


0.0 


FOOD STAHPS 




423 


•513 


-54.8 


EZTC 


197 


0 


-397 


-100.0 


FEDERAL IfCONE TAXES 


0 


142 


142 


0.0 


FEDERAL PAYROLL TAXES 


418 


684 


265 


63.4 


CHILD CARE EXPEHSES 


1200 


1515 


315 


26.3 


DISPOSABLE INCOME 


6539 


8287 


1748 


26.7 



AHOUNT OF HAGES FOR A FAHILY OF THREE TO MAINTAIN AN 
INCOME EQUAL TO 100 PERCENT OF POVERTY IN TEXAS 





1980 


1984 


CHANGE 


y. CHANGE 


HAGES 


6824 


10205 


3381 


49.5 


AFDC 


0 


0 


0 


0.0 


FOOD STAHPS 


936 


423 


-513 


-54.8 


EITC 


397 


0 


-397 


-100.0 


FEDERAL INCOME TAXES 


0 


142 


142 


0.0 


FEDERAL PAYROLL TAXES 


418 


684 


265 


63.4 


CHILD CARE EXPENSES 


1200 


1515 


315 


26.3 


DISPOSABLE INCOME 


6539 


8287 


1748 


26.7 


AMOUNT OF HAGES FOR 


A FAMILY OF THREE 


TO MAINTAIN AN 




INCOME EQUAL TO 100 


PERCENT OF POVERTY 


IN UTAH 








1980 


1984 


CHANGE 


y CHANGE 


MAGES 


2549 


9002 


665^ 


283.2 


AFDC 


3685 


799 


-2886 


-78.3 


FOOD STAMPS 


884 


479 


-404 


-45.8 


EITC 


235 


125 


-110 


-46.9 


FEDERAL INCOME TAXES 


0 


0 


0 


0.0 


FEDERAL PAYROLL TAXES 


144 


603 


459 


318.8 


CHILD CARE EXPENSES 


470 


1515 


1045 




DISPOSABLE INCOME 


6539 


8287 


1748 





AMOUNT OF HAGES FOR A FAMILY OF THREE TO MAINTAIN AN 
I^KOME EQUAL TO 100 PERCENT OF POVERTY IN VERMONT 





1980 


1984 


CHANGE 


y CHAI 


HAGES 


0 


10205 


10205 


0,0 


AFDC 


5904 


0 


-5904 


-100.0 


FOOD STAMPS 


641 


423 


-218 


-34.0 


EITC 


0 


0 


-0 


0.0 


FEDERAL INCOME TAXES 


0 


142 


142 


0.0 


FEDERAL PAYROLL TAXES 


0 


684 


684 


0.0 


CHILD CARE EXPENSES 


0 


1515 


1515 


0.0 


DISPOSABLE INCOME 


6545 


8287 


1742 


26.6 



148 



AMOUKT OF NAG€S FOU A FAMZLV OF THREE TO MAZNTAZN AN 



ZNCOHE EQUAL TO 100 PERCENT OF POVERTY IN VXRGZNXA 





1980 


1984 


CHANCE 


y. CHAI 


HAGES 


<M21 


10205 


5384 


111.7 


AFOC 


1M1 


0 


-1541 


-100.0 


FOOO STAMPS 


955 


42S 


-532 


-55.7 


EZTC 


482 


0 


-482 


-100.0 


FEDERAL INCOME TAXES 


0 


142 


142 


0.0 


FEDERAL PAYROLL TAXES 


296 


684 


388 


131.4 


CHILD CARE EXPENSES 


964 


1515 


551 


57.1 


DISPOSABLE INCOME 


6539 


8287 


1748 


26.7 



AMOUNT OF HAGES FOR A FAMILY OF THREE TO MAINTAIN AN 
INCOME EQUAL TO 100 PERCENT OF POVERTY ZN HASHIN6T0N 





1980 


1984 


CHANGE 


'/. CHAI 


HAGES 


424 


10205 


9781 


2304.4 


AFOC 


5496 


0 


-5496 


-100.0 


FOOO STAMPS 


687 


423 


-264 


-38.4 


EITC 


42 


0 


-42 


-100.0 


FEDERAL INCOME TAXES 


0 


142 


142 


0.0 


FEDERAL PAYROLL TAXES 


26 


684 


658 


2528.0 


CHILD CARE EXPENSES 


85 


1515 


1430 


1684.7 


DISPOSABLE INCOME 


6539 


8287 


1748 


26.7 



AMOUKT OF HAGES FOR A FAMILY OF THREE TO MAINTAIN AN 



INCOME EQUAL TO 100 PERCENT OF POVERTY IN HEST VIRGINIA 





1980 


1984 


CHANGC 


v. CHANGE 


HAGES 


6643 


10205 


3563 


53.6 


AFDC 




0 


-149 


-100.0 


FCX)0 STAHPS 


ns 


423 


-512 


-54.8 


EITC 




0 


-420 


-100.0 


FEDERAL ZNCOHE TAXES 


0 


142 


142 


0.0 


FEDERAL PAYROLL TAXES 


407 


684 


277 


67.9 


CHILD CARE EXPENSES 


1200 


1515 


315 


26.3 


DISPOSABLE INCOHE 


6539 


8287 


1748 


26.7 



AMOUNT or HAGES FOR A FAMILY OF THREE TO MAINTAIN AN 
INCOME EQUAL TO 100 PERCENT OF POVERTY IN HISCONSIN 





1980 


1984 


CHANGE 


X CHAT 


HAGES 


60S 


10205 


9602 


1592.0 


AFDC 


5328 


0 


-5328 


-100.0 


FOOO STAMPS 


705 


423 


-282 


-40.0 


EITC 


60 


0 


-60 


-100.0 


FEDERAL INCOHE TAXES 


0 


142 


142 


0.0 


FEDERAL PAYROLL TAXES 


57 


684 


647 


1749.3 


CHILD CARE EXPENSES 


121 


151S 


1394 


1155.9 


DISPOSABLE INCOME 


6539 


8287 


1748 


26.7 



^ ' • . ■■■ 'j 

* 

149 

AMOUNT Of MAGES FOR A FAMILY Of THREf TO MAINTAIN AN 
INCOME EQUAL TO 100 PERCENT OF POVCRTY IN HVOMING 



\ 





1980 


19M 


CHANGE 


X CHAI 


MAGES 


S684 


10205 


<^521 


79. S 


AFOC 


901 


0 


-901 


-100.0 


FOOD STAMPS 


9<^0 


42S 


-517 


-55.0 


EITC 


500 


0 


-500 


-100.0 


FEDERAL INCOME TAXES 


0 


U2 


H2 


0.0 


FEDERAL PAYROLL TAXES 






535 


96.2 


CHILD CARE EXPENSES 


11J7 


1515 


S78 


33.5 


DISPOSABLE INCOME 


«5S9 


6287 


1748 


26.7 
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Congressional Research Service 
The Library of Congress 



Wdsnmgtoft DC 20540 



September U, 1984 



TO 



House Cooaittee on Ways and Meant, 

SubcoBEnittee on Ovtraight 

Attention: Wendell Primus 



FROM 



Vee Burke 

Specialist in Social Legislation 
Education and Public Welfare Divit.ion 



SUBJECT Tables on Federal Welfare Spending 

Attached are tables concerning Federal expenditures on welfare benefits, 
prepared according to the instructions of the Ways and Moans Coonittee. The 
tables sunnarixe Federal expenditures in 1975-1983 on selected major income 
security benefits, grouped by form of benefit: cash aid, food, job programs, 
housing benefits, energy aid, and medical assistance. Aa you requested, vc 
have unit ted expenditures for educational benefits, social and legal services, 
housing loans f and job training programs. 

TTie tables present spending in current dollars, in constant ( 1983) dollars, 
and as a percent of the Gross National Product (GNP) . As the Cooanittee re*- 
quK3tpd, the tables also show the sums spent per person classified as "poor" 
bel>re lecL'iving welfare aid. These calculations are based on estimates of the 
'*i«jmber v>f persons whose wages, property income, and social insurance payments 
w»*rk? b»»low tht» Cci\sas Bureau's poverty threshold. 
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CRS-2 

If any attribution to CRS ia made in your Comaittee docment, we request 
that it be worded along the following lines: 

"The tabulation! in this docuoent were prepared by the Congressional 
Research Service in accordance with specific instructions froa CcoDittee staff ^ 
concerning definitions, programs to be included, and basic table format." 

At tachnent 9 
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FEDERAL EXPEHDITURES «/ FOR SELECTED MAJOR INCOME SECURITY BENEFITS 
(CASH AID, F(.>D, JOB PROGRAMS, HOUSING BENEFITS, ENERGY AID) 
DIRECTED AT LOW<*XNCOHE PERSONS, 197S-1983 



Fiscal 
year 


CurrenC 
dol lari 
(aiLI ions) 


Contcanc (1983) 
dollars 

(aill Lona) 


Percent 
of GNP 


Spending per person 
poor before welfare^/ 
(conscant. 1983 dollarl) 


1975 


$22,A92 


$39,299 


1.52 


(c/) 


1976 


28,641 


46, 


791 


1.75 


$1,688 


1977 


30,783 


47, 


101 


1.65 


(c/) 


1978 


35,874 


51. 


380 


1.72 


1,898 


1979 


39,058 


52, 


225 


1 .66 


1,817 


1980 


45,760 


56, 


368 


1.78 


1,763 


1981 


30,601 


56, 


424 


1.76 


1,644 


1982 


49,160 


^l. 


26 7 


1.61 


1,406 


1983 


53,981 


53,981 


1.67 


1 ,446 



a/ Expenditure data are fron a series of CRS reports: 77'*152 ED, 
79-216 EPW, 81-44 EPW, 82*113 EPW, 83-110 EPW, end 84-99 EPW. 



b/ Many persons whose vages, property incoae and social insurance pay- 
ments are below the poverty thresholds of the Cennus Bureau receive little or 
no welfare «iid , some because their income exceeds program limits, some because 
they do not fit into eligible deaographic groups. On the other hand, some 
welfare benefits go to nonpoor persona. 

Figures in this coKvin for 1976-1982 are based upon estimates of the 
nurober of "prewelfare" poor derived from prewelfare poverty taxes pre9entc<i 
by Sheldon Danziger in testimony before the Ways and Means Committee, Oct. 18, 
1983. The 1983 figure is based on a rough estimate of the prewelfare poor 
population made by CRS and derived from the March 1984 CurrenC Population 
Survey 

c/ Not readily available. 
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FEDERAL EXPENDITURES «/ FOR CASK BENEFITS b/ 
DIRECTED AT LOW-INCOME PERSONS, 1975-1983""" 



Fiscal 
year 




Carre nt 
do 1 1 ar s 
(mill Lonn ) 


dol lars 

( OB L 1 1 ion s ) 


Percent 

0 r UNr 


Spending per person 
poor before welfare c/ 
(constant 1983 dollars') 


1975 


$12,7 39 


$22,258 


0.86 


(d/) 


1976 


15 ,224 


24,872 


0.93 


$897 


1977 


16,047 


24.553 


0.86 


(d/) 


19 78 




23 »354 


0. 78 


86 3 


1979 


17,171 


22.960 


0.73 


7 99 


1980 


19 ,616 


24.163 


0. 76 


756 


1981 


21 ,566 


24,0445 


0.75 


701 


1982 


22 ,077 


23.023 


0.72 


631 


1983 


22,831 


22.831 


0.71 


612 



a/ Expenditure data are fro« a series of CRS report*: 77-152 ED 
79-216 EPW, 81-44 EPW. 82-113 EPW, 83-110 EPW. and 84-99 EPW. 

b/ Cash welfare programs: Aid to Fanilies With Dependent Children (AFIK), 
Supplemental Security Inco«r(SSI), veterans' pensions, Earned Income Tax Credit, 
emergency assistance to needy familieii with children, refugee assistance, 
dependency and indemnity compensation for parents of veterans, and (since 1981) 
adoption <ijis istauce . 

£/ Many persons whose wages, property incite and social insurance pay- 

raeius are below the poverty thresholds of the Census Bureau receive little or 
no vnilfare aid, some because their income exceeds program limits, some because 
they do not fit into eligible demographic groups. On the other hatvl , aome 
w I fare benefit* go to nonpoor persons. 

P't}?ar^ij in thi.i column for 1976-1982 are baaed upon estimates of the 
numbwr >t pr ewe I t a re" poor derived from prewelfare poverty rates preaenLod 
hv ?a>eld.)n Danziger in tesf. itaorty before the Ways and Means Odnraittee, Oct. 18, 
I'-'Mi. Tht» tij^ure m base'i on a rough <>sritiiace .zf the piewelfare poor 

i>«") pul.tr I., (1 -n.-i.l.' ">v (:rS .md lerived from the Mar.:h Current Populjti<ia 

S ii r vc 7 , 

1 ' Not I f> a,l I t V -iv a 1 1 /I'') 1 
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FEDERAL EXPENDITURES a/ FOR FOOD SENEFITS hi 
DIRECTED AT LOW-INCOME PERSONS, 1975-1983"" 



Fiscal 
year 


Current 
dol lar t 
(ail I ions) 


Contcanc (1983) 
dollars 
(mill ions) 


Percent 
of GNP 


Spending per person 
poor before welfare c/ 
(constant 1983 dollarT) 


1975 


$6,439 


$il,250 


0.44 


(d/) 


1976 


7,769 


12,692 


0.47 


$4 58 


1977 


7,734 


11,834 


0.42 


(d/) 


1978 


8,475 


12 , 138 


0.41 


448 


1979 


10,377 


13,875 


0.44 


483 


1980 


13,091 


16,126 


0.51 


504 


1981 


15,600 


17,395 


0.54 


507 


1982 


15,535 


16,201 


0.51 


444 


1983 


17,771 


17,771 


0.55 


476 



a/ Expenditure data are from a series of CRS reports: 77-152 ED, 
79-216 EPW, 81-44 EPW, 82-113 EPW, 83-110 EPW, and 84-99 EPW. 



b/ Food benefit programs: food stampe, free and reduced-price segments 
of school lunch and school breakfast programs. Special Supplemental Food Pr^)- 
grsm for Women, Infants and Children (WIC) , nutrition program for the elderly, 
child care food program, summer food service program for children, special 
milk program, food distribution program to needy faE&ilies, and, since 1981, 
special food donations. 

c/ Many perse ns whose wages, property income and social insurance pay- 
raents art! below the poverty thresholds of the Census Bureau receive little or 
no welfare aid, some because their income exceeds program limits, some be- 
uausB they do not fit into eligible demographic groups. On the other hand, 
some wplfaie benefits go to nonpoor persona. 

Figures in this column for 1976-1982 are based upon estimates of the 
rnjTOber iif "prew«lfare" poor derived from prewelfare poverty rates presented 
by Sheldon Danti^er in tesitimony before the Ways and Heans Committee, Oct, 18, 
1983. Tht? 1983 figure is bastd on a rough estimate of the prewelfare poor 
p<»piiUtion made by CRS and derived from the March 1984 Current Population 
Siir V e y . 

.1/ Not rfrd'iily dvailahlri, 



156 



FEDERAL EXFENDITURES a/ TOR HOUSING BEHEFITS b/ 
DIRECTED AT LOW-IN'ffOKE PERSONS. 1975-1983 



Current Constant (1983) 
Fifcal dollars dollars 
y««r (ailliona) (milUona) 



Spending per person 
Percent poor before welfare c/ 

of CMP (conatant 1983 dollar?) 



1975 


$2,094 


$3,659 


0.14 


(d/) 


1976 


2,502 


4,088 


0.15 


$147 


1977 


2,913 


4,457 


0.16 


(d/) 


1978 


3,607 


5,166 


0,17 


191 


1979 


4,211 


5,631 


0.18 


196 


1980 


5,398 


6,649 


0.21 


208 


1981 


6,732 


7,507 


0.23 


219 


1982 


7,926 


8,266 


0.26 


228 


1983 


9,423 


9,423 


0.29 


252 



ii/ Expenditure data are frow a aeriea of CRS reports: 77-152 ED 
79-216 EPW. 81-44 EPW, 82-113 EPW, 83-110 EPW, and 84-99 EPW, 

b/ Housing benefits included; atctioo 8 lowtr-incoaw housing aasistanct, 
low-rent public houaing; aection 236 intertat reduction paymeaCs; Mction 235 
hoQeownership aasistanct for loir-incoaw faailiea, section 101 rent aupple»ents, 
aection 504 rural houaing repair loana and grant*, Indian houaing improvement 
grants, and section 523 rural self-help technical assistance. Omitted: sec- 
tion 502 rural housing loana, section 515 rural rental housing loans, section 
515 fana labor housing loana, and section 516 farm labor houaing grants, 

£/ Many persons whose wages, property income and social insurance pay- 
ments are below the poverty threaholda of the Cenaus BureM receive little or 
no welfare aid, some becauae their income exceeds program limits, some because 

they do not fit into eligible demographic groups. On the other hand, som« 
welfare benefits go to nonpoor persons. 

Figure* in this colutan for 1976-1982 are based upon estimates of the 
number of prewe 1 f are" poor derived from prewelfari poverty rates presented 
by Sheldon Danziger in testimony before the Ways and Heans Coaoittee, Oct. 18, 
1983. The 1983 figure is based on a rough estimate of the prewelfare poor 
population made by CRS and derived from the March 1984 Current Population 
Surve y . 

'1/ Not readily available, 
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FEDERAL EXPENDITURES 1/ FOR JOB PROGRAMS b/ 
DIRECTED AT LOW-IMCOW PERSONS, 1975-1983'" 



Fiscal 
year 


Cur r 6n c 
dollars 

(mi 11 na^ 
vol 1 I LCn 9/ 


VfOnscinc vi^oj^ 
dollars 
(n il 1 ions ) 


Pare an c 

or Wr 


Spand ing par par son 
poor bafora welfare q_/ 
vconscanc i9oJ ooiiarsi 


1975 


$1,220 d/ 


$2,132 


0.08 


<d/) 


1976 


3,U6 d/ 


5,140 


0. 19 


$185 


1977 


3,925 


6,006 


0.21 


(d/) 


1978 


7.343 


10,517 


0.35 


388 


1979 


7,081 


9,468 


0.30 


329 


1980 


6,116 


7,534 


0.24 


23S 


1961 


4»920 


5,486 


0.1 7 


160 


1982 


2,0}3 


2,099 


0,07 


58 


1983 


2,058 


2,058 


0.06 


55 



a/ Expenditure data are from a sarias of CRS reports: 77-152 ED, 
79-216 EPW, 81-44 EPW, 82-113 EPW, 83-110 £?W, and 84-99 EPW. 

b/ Jobs progrsBS included: public strvice amploynant coaponants of tha 
Comprehensive Employment and Training Act (CETA), sutmar youth employment pro- 
gram; Job Corps, senior coonunity service employment program; foster grand- 
parents, senior companions, and youth employment demonstration programs. 
Omitted : training components of CETA, Work Incentive Program (WIN) for AFDC 
rec ipients . 

c/ Hany persons whose wages, property income and social insurance pay^ 
ments are below the poverty thresholds of the Census Bureau receive little or 
no welfare aid, some because their income exceeds program limit* , some because 
they Jo not fit into eligible donographic groups. On the other hand, sane wel- 
fare benefits go to nonpoor persons. 

Figures in this column for 1976-1982 are based upon estimates of the number 
>f "pr^welfare" poor derived from prewalfare poverty rates presented by Sheldon 
Danziger in testimony before the Ways and Means Committee, Oct. 18, 1983. The 
1943 figure is based on a rough estimate of the prewelfare poor populat ion made 
by CRS and derived from the March 1984 Current Population Survey. 

d/ In these years acme of the public service jobs went to persons who 
wert> ntu " on(?m i^: a 1 1 y disadvantaged." ^ 
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FEDERAL EXPENDITURES •/ FOR LOW-WCOKE ENERGY ASSISTANCE b / , 1975-1983 



Fiscal 
year 


Current 
dol lars 
(sill ions) 


Constant ( 1983) 
dollars 

(millions) 


Percent 
of GNP 


Spend ini oar Mr son 
poor before welfare cj 
(constant 1983 dollars^ 


1975 






— 




1976 








— 


1977 d/ 


$164 


$251 


0.01 


(«/) 


1^78 


U3 


205 




6a 
9o 


1979 


218 


291 


0.01 


10 


1980 


1,539 


1,896 


0.06 


59 


1981 


1.783 


1,988 


0.06 


58 


1982 


1,609 


1,678 


0.05 


46 


198^ 


1,898 


1,898 


0.06 


51 



a/ Expenditure data are fro« a series of CRS reports: 77-152 ED, 
79-216 EPW, 81-44 BPW, 82-113 EPW, 83-110 EPW, and 84-99 SPW. 

b/ For 1977-1979, benefits provided for crisis intervention by the 
Coowunity Services Administration. Starting in 1980, benefits provided under 
the Low- Income Hoae Erwergy Assiitance Act. 

cJ Many persons whose wage«» property incoae and social insurance pay- 
toents are below the poverty threeholds of the Census Bureau receive little 
)r no welfare aid, «oae because their incoiae exceeds program limits, some 

because they do not fit into eligible demographic groups. On the other hsnd, 
aoroe welfare benefits go to nonpoor persons. 



Figures in this column for 1976-1982 are based upon estimates of the 
mber ot ^*prewelfare'' poor derived fron prewelfare poverty rates presented 
by Sheldon Danziger in testimony before the Ways and Means Ccuittee, Oct. 18, 
1981. The 1983 figure is based on a ruugh estimate of the prewelfare poor 
pt)pviUtion made by CRS and derived from the March 1984 Current Population 
Survev. 



1/ First year ot program. 
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FEDERAL EXPENDITURES a/ FDR MEDICAL BEMEFITS b/ 
DIRECTED AT LOW-INCOME PERSONS, 1975-1983 



Fiscal 
year 


Current 
dol lars 
vai 1 1 Loni ) 


Conscant ( 1983) 
doHart 
voiL \ 1 Lont) 


Percent 
of GHP 


Spending per p«raon 
poor before welfare c/ 
(conacant 1983 dollarf) 


1975 


$9,484 


916,571 


0.64 


(d/) 


1976 


10,844 


17,716 


0.66 


$639 


1977 


13,079 


20,012 


0.70 


(d/) 


1978 


14 ,431 


20,669 


0.69 


763 


1979 


16,276 


/fT\763 


0.69 


757 


1980 


19,237 


V-^J©96 


0.75 


741 


1981 


22,092/ 




0.77 


718 


1982 


23,126 


X^,117 


0.76 


661 


1983 


25,085 


25,085 


0.78 


672 



ai/ Expendicure data are froa a larici of CRS reporta: 77-152 ED, 
79-216 EPW, 81-44 EPW, 82-113 EPW, 83-110 EPW, and 84-99 EPW. 



b/ Medical benefits: Medicaid, aedicul assistance for veterans disabled 
by non-service csuaej maternal and child health services; Indian h«aUh serv- 
ices; coanunity health centers, medical assistance to refugees; migrant health 
centers, and crippled children's services. 

cj Many persons whose wages, property incoae and social insurance pay<- 
meats hVf below the poverty thresholds of the Census Bureau receive little or 
no welfare aid, soom becsuse their incoiee exceeds progran limit a, aoae because 
they do not fit into eligible demographic groups. On the other hand, some 
welfare benefits go to nonpoor persons. 

Figures in this column for 1976-1982 are baaed upoa eatimatea of the 
number of '*pr f«r«" P<5or derived from prewelfare poverty retea presented 
by Sheldon Dtinziger in testiiaony before the Waya and Meana Ctmittee, Oct. 18, 
1983. The 1983 figure is baaed on a rough eatiaate of the prewelfare poor 
population tnad« by CRS and derived from the March 1984 Current Population 
Survey . 

li/ Not readily available. 
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FEDERAL EXPENDITURES 1/ FOR SELECTED MAJOR INCOHE SECURITY BENEFITS 
(CASH AID. FOOD. JOB PROGRAMS, HOUSING BENEFITS. ENERGY AID, MEDICAL 
ASSISTANCE) DIRECTED AT LOW-INCOME PERSONS, 1975-1983 



Fiscal 
year 


Current 
dot lar ft 

(mill ions) 


Consc^nc (1983) 
dol lar • 
(nil 1 ioni) 

^ 


Percent 
of GNP 


Spending per person 
poor bafore welfare b/ 
(conscanc 1983 dollars) 


1975 


$31 ,976 


$55,870 


2.16 


(c/) 


1976 


39,485 


64 , 50 7 


2.41 


$2,327 


1977 


43,862 


e>7, 113 


2.35 


(c/) 


i978 


50,305 


72,049 


2,41 


2,661 


1979 


55,334 


73,988 


2.35 


2,574 


1980 


64,997 


80,064 


2.52 


2,504 


1981 


72,693 


81 ,058 


2. 52 


2,362 


1982 


72,286 


75,384 


2.36 


2,067 


1983 


79,066 


79,066 


2,45 


2,117 



a/ Expenditure daca are fro« a series of CRS reporti: 77-152 ED 
79-216 EPW, 81-44 EPW, 82-113 EPW, 83-110 EPW, and 84-99 EPW, 

b/ Many persons whose wages, property income and social insurance pay- 
ments are below the poverty threiholds of che Census Bureau receive little or 
no welfare aid, soae because their incocse exceeds progrn limits, lome because 
they do not fit into eligible demographic groups. On the other hand, sane 
welfare benefits go to nonpoor personi*. 

Figures in this column for 1976 1982 are based upon estimates of the 
niOTber of " prewel f ar e'» poor derived from prewelfare poverty rates presented 
by Sheldon Daniiger in testimony before the Ways and Means Cotwittee, Oct. 18, 
1983. The 1983 figure is based on a rough estimate of the prewelfare poor 
population aade by CRS and derived from the March 1984 Current Population 
Survey . 

-:/ Not readily available. 
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SPEWING FOR MAJOR ASSISTANCE PROGRAMS FOR LOW INCOME PERSONS 
FISCAL YEARS 1975 TO 1989 
IN MILLIONS OF OaLARS 



FISCAL 
YEAR 



1975 
1976 

1977 
1978 
1979 
1980 
1981 
1982 
1983 

1984 (EST 

1985 (EST 

1986 (EST 

1987 (EST 

1988 (EST 

1989 (EST 





SUBSIDIZED 


FOOD 




HOUSING 


STAMP 


M£DICAID 


PAYMENTS 


PROGRAM 


$6,840 


$2,087 


$4,599 


$8,568 


$2,283 


$5,632 


$9,876 


*$2.443 


$5,399 


$10,680 


$2,920 


$5,499 


$12,407 


$3,559 


$6,822 


$13,957 


$4,529 


$9,117 


$16,833 


$5,747 


$11,253 


$17,391 


$6,880 


$11,014 


$18,985 


$7,786 


$11 .839 


$20,237 


$8,584 


$1 1 .236 


$22. 129 


$9,314 


$10,772 


$23,929 


$9,815 


$11 ,417 


$26,238 


$10,424 


$11 .895 


$28,669 


$10,926 


$12,114 


$31,239 


$11,385 


$12,555 



ASSISTANCE 
PAYMENTS 
PROGRAM 
(PUBLIC ASSISTANCE) 

$5,121 
$5,849 

$6,351 
$6,640 
$6,611 
$7,308 
$8,503 
$7,990 
$7,875 

$7,517 
$7, 144 
$7,076 
$7 . 208 
$7,296 
$7,459 



SUPPLEMENTAL 
SECURITY 
INCOME 

$4,779 
$5,058 

$5,297 
$5,855 
$5,471 
$6,412 
$7,192 
$7,677 
$8,724 

$8,554 
$9,349 
$9,596 
$9,972 
$11,138 
$10,746 



FREE- 
AND 
REDUCED- 
PRICE 
SC^K)0L 
LUNCHES 

$1,176 
$1,376 

$1,329 
$1,724 
$1,959 

$2. no 

$2,336 
$2,021 
$2,355 

$2,535 
$2,686 



ESTIMATED OUTLAYS AND ECONOMIC ASSUMPTIONS ARE BASED UPON 



NOTE- TABLE PREPARED BY CONGRESSIONAL RESEARCH SERVICE. 

Z SS5r!^?'oST[:yi1ScET?;E?-TNS'SE?(i;^rPRICE SCHOOL LUNCH DATA ARE FEDERAL EXPENDITURES. 

OUTLAV FIGURES FOR FOOD STAMPS EXCLUDE NUTRITION ASSISTANCE FOR PUERTO RICO FV 1983 - FY 1989. 

OUTLAY FICURFS 00 NOT INCLUDE DEDUCTIONS FOR OFFSETTING RECEIPTS. 
SOURCE PAYMENTS FOR INDIVIDUALS. 1985 BUDGET DATA, OFFICE OF MANAGEMENT AND BUDGET. FEB. 1984. 
SOURCE. rFD^CEO PRICE SCHOOL LUNCHES WHICH WERE OBTAINED FROM THE USDA. 
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SPENDING IFW m^JW ASSIST AMCC PWXSRAMS FOR LOW INCOliE PERSONS 
FISCAL YEARS 1975 TO 1989 
IN MILLIONS OF DOLLARS 



FISCAL 
YEAR 



LOW INCOME 

. ENERGY 
ASSISTANCE 



1975 
1976 

1977 
1978 
1979 
1980 
1981 
1982 
1983 

1984 (EST. 

1985 (EST. 

1986 (EST. 

1987 (EST. 

1988 (EST. 

1989 (EST. 



it. 734 
$1,687 
$1,993 

$1,887 
$1,875 
$1,875 
$1,875 
$1,875 
$l»876 



NOTE- TABLE PREPARED BY CONGRESSIONAL RESEARCH SERVICE. ESTIMATED OUTLAYS AND ECONOMIC ASSUMPTIONS ARE 8ASED UPON 
THE PRESIDENT'S FY 1985 BUDGET PROPOSED 2/1/84. 

ALL DATA ARE OUTLAYS EXCEPT FREE- AND REDUCED PRICE SCHOOL LUNCH DATA ARE FEDERAL EXPENDITURES. 
OUTLAY FIGURES FOR FOOD STAMPS EXCLUDE NUTRITION ASSISTANCE FOR PUERTO RICO FY 1983 - FY 1989. 
OUTLAY FIGURES DO NOT INCLUpE DEDUCTIONS FOR OFFSETTING RECEIPTS. 
?;OURCE: PAYMENTS FOR INDIVIDUALS. 1985 BUDGET DATA OFFICE OF MANAGEMENT AND BUDGET. FEB. 1984. 

EXCEPT DATA FOR FREE AND REDUCED PRICE SCHOOL LUNCHES WHICH WERE OBTAINED FROM THE USDA . 
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SPENDING FOR MAJOR ASSISTANCE PROGRAMS FOR LOW INCOME PERSONS 
FISCAL YEARS 1975 TO 1989 
AS A PERCENT Of THE GROSS NATIONAL PRODUCT 



FISCAL 
YEAR 



1975 
1976 

1977 
1978 
1979 
1960 
1981 
1982 
1983 

1984 <EST. ) 

1985 (EST. ) 

1986 (EST. ) 

1987 (EST. ) 
1986 (EST. ) 
1989 (EST. ) 



MEDICAID 

.46 
.52 

.53 

.51 

.53 

.54 

.58 

.57 . 

.59 

.57 
.57 
.57 
.57 
.58 
.56 



SUBSIDIZED 
HOUSING 
PAYMENTS 

.14 
. 14 

'.13 
. 14 
. 15 
18 
.20 
.23 
.24 

.24 
.24 

.23 
23 
.22 
.21 



FOOD 
STAMP 
PROGRAM 

.31 
.34 

.29 
.26 
.29 
.35 
.39 
.36 
.37 

.32 
.28 
.27 
26 
.24 
.23 



ASSISTANCE 
PAYIIDENTS 
PROGRAM 
(PU8LIC ASSISTANCE) 

.35 
.36 

.34 
.32 
.28 
.28 
.30 
.26 
.24 

.21 
.18 
.17 
. 16 
. 15 
. 14 



SUPPLEMENTAL 
SECURITY 
INCOME 

.32 
.31 

.28 
.28 

.23 
,25 
.25 
.25 
27 

.24 
.24 
23 

. 22 
.22 
.20 



FREE- 
AND 
REDUCED- 
PRICE 
SCHOOL 
LUNCHES 

.08 
.08 

.07 
.08 
.08 
.08 
.08 
.07 
.07 

.07 
.07 



NOTE TABLE PREPARED BY CONGRESSIONAL RESEARCH SERVICE. ESTIMATED OUTLAYS AND ECONOMIC ASSUMPTIONS ARE BASED UPON 
THE PRESIDENT'S FY 1985 BUDGET PROPOSAL. 

ALL DATA ARE OUTLAYS EXCEPT FREE- AND REDUCED PRICE SCHOOL LUNCH DATA ARE FEDERAL EXPENDITURES. 
OUTLAY FIGURES 00 NOT INCLUDE DEDUCTIONS FOR OFFSETTING RECEIPTS. 
SOURCE: PAYMENTS POR INDIVIDUALS. 1985 BUDGET DATA, OFFICE OF MANAGEMENT AND BUDGET. FEB- 1984. 

EXCEPT DATA FOR FREE AND REDUCED PRICE SC^KXX. LUNCHES WHICH WERE OBTAINED FROM THE USDA . 
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SPCNOING FOR iUJOH ASSISTANCE PROGRAMS FOR LOW INCOME PERSONS 
FISCAL YEARS »975 TO 1989 
AS A PERCENT OF THE GROSS NATIONAL PRODUCT 



FISCAL 
YEAR 



1975 
1976 



LOW INCOME 

ENERGY 
ASSISTANCE 



1977 
1978 
1979 
1980 
1961 
1932 
1983 



.06 
.06 
.06 



1984 (EST 

1985 (EST 

1986 (EST 

1987 (EST 
1968 (EST 
1989 (EST 



.05 
.05 
.04 
.04 
.04 
.04 



NOTE: TABLE PREPARED BY CONGRESSIONAL RESEARCH SERVICE. ESTIMATED OUTLAYS AND ECONOMIC ASSUMPTIONS ARE BASED UPON 
THE PRESIDENT'S FY 1985 BUDGET PROPOSAL. 

ALU DATA ARE OUTLAYS EXCEPT FREE- AND REDUCED PRICE SCHOOL LUNCH DATA ARE FEDERAL EXPENDITURES. 
OUTLAY FIGURES DO NOT INCLUDE DEDUCTIONS FOR OFFSETTING RECEIPTS. 

SOURCr: PAYMENTS FOR INDIVIDUALS. 1985 BUDGET DATA, OFFICE OF MANAGEMENT AND BUDGET, FEB. 1984. 

EXCEPT DATA FOR FREE AND REDUCED PRICE SCHOOL LUNCHES WHICH WERE OBTAINED FROM THE USDA. 
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SPEWING F0« MAJOR ASSfSIANCE PROGRAMS FOR LOW- 1 
FISCAL YEARS 1975 TO 1989 
IN MILLIONS OF CONSTANT 1983 DOLLARS 



J 1 • . 

^•WDMfe' PERSONS 



FISCAL 
YEAR 


MEDK'i^IO 


SUBSIDIZED 
HOUSING 
PAYMENTS 


FOOD 
STAMP 
PROGRAM 


ASSISTANCE 
PAYMENTS 
PROGRAM 
(PUBLIC ASSISTANCE) 


SUPPLEMENTAL 
SECURITY 
INCOME 


FREE- 
AND 
REDUCED- 
PRICE 
SCH(X)L 
LUNCHES 


1975 
1976 


9 1 1 * 27 JU 

$14,091 


$3,754 


$8.02 1 
$9! 262 


$8 .931 
$9,618 


$8,335 
$8,318 


$2,051 
$2,263 


1977 
1978 
1979 
1980 
1981 
1902 
1983 


$15,204 
$15,450 
$16,526 
$16,902 
$ 18 . 677 
$18. 135 
$18,985 


$3,761 
$4,224 
$4,741 
$5,485 
$D . J7D 

$7,175 
$7,786 


$8,31 1 
$7,955 
$9,086 
$11,041 

9 1 « . IDS 

$1 1 .486 
$11 .839 


$9,777 
$9,605 
$8 . 805 
$8,851 

$8,332 
$7,875 


$8. 155 
$8,469 
$7,287 
$7,765 
$7 .979 
$8,005 
$8,724 


$2,046 
$2,494 
$2,623 
$2,555 
$2,592 
$2. 108 
$2,355 


1984 (£S^. ) 

1985 (EST, ) 

1986 (EST, ) 

1987 (EST . ) 

1988 (EST . ) 

1989 (EST . ) 


$19,387 
$20,212 
$20,897 
$21 .971 
$23,087 
$24,262 


$6,223 
$8,507 
$8,572 
$8,729 
$8,799 
$8,842 


$10,764 
$9,838 
$9,971 
$9,960 
$9,755 
$9,751 


$7,201 
$6,525 
$6. 179 
$6,036 
$5,875 
$5,793 


$8. 195 
$8,539 
$8,381 
$8,351 
$8,969 
$8,346 


$2,429 
$2,455 



ESriMATED OUTLAYS AND ECONOMIC ASSUMPTIONS ARE BASED UPON 



NOTE- TABLE PREPARED BV CONGRESSIONAL RESEARCH SERVICE. 
THE PRESIDENT'S FY 1985 BUDGET PROPOSED 2/1/84. 
ALL DATA ARE OUTLAYS EXCEPT FREE- AND REDUCED PRICE SCHOOL LIJnCH DATA ARE FEDERAL EXPENDITURES. 
OUTLAY FIGURES FOR FOOO STAMPS EXCLUDE NUTRITION ASSISTANCE FOR PUERTO RICO FY 1983 ~ FY 1989. 

ALL CONSTANT DOLLAR OUTLAY FIGURES ARE COMPUTED USING THE PERSONAL CONSUMPTION EXPENDITURE DEFLATOR 
AIL ACTUAL AND FORECASTED DEFLATORS WERE OBTAINED FROM OMB. 
OUTLAY FIGURES DO NOT INCLUDE DEDUCTIONS FOR OFFSETTING RECEIPTS. 

SOURCF PAYMENTS FOR INDIVIDUALS. 1985 BUDGET DATA, OFFICE OF MANAGEMENT AND BUDGET. FEB. 1981, 
' EXCEPT DATA FOR FREE AND REDUCED PRICE SCHOOL LUNCHES V>HICH WERE OBTAINED FROM THE USDft 
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SPENDING FOR MAJOR ASSISTANCE PR0GRAK5S FOR LOW-INCOME PERSONS 
FISCAL YEARS 1975 TO 1989 
IN MILLIONS OF CONSTANT 1983 DOLLARS 



LOW INCOME 
FISCAL ENERGY 
YEAR ASSISTANCE 



1975 
1976 

1977 
1978 
1979 
1980 



1981 




$1 .924 


1982 




$1 .759 


1983 




$1 .993 


1984 


(EST. ) 


$1 .807 


1985 


(EST. ) 


$1,713 


1986 


(EST. ) 


$1 .637 


1987 


(EST. ) 


$1 .570 


1988 


(EST. ) 


$1 .510 


1989 


(EST. ) 


$1 .456 



NOTE: TABLE PREPARED BY CONGRESSIONAL RESEARCH SERVICE. ESTIMATED OUTLAYS AND ECONOMIC ASSUMPTIONS ARE BASED UPON 
THE PRESIDENT'S FY 1985 BUDGET PROPOSED 2/1/84. 

ALL DATA ARE OUTLAYS EXCEPT FREE- AND REDUCED PRICE SCHOOL LUNCH DATA ARE FEDERAL EXPENDITURES. 
OUTLAY FIGURES FOR FOOD STAMPS EXCLUDE NUTRITION ASSISTANCE FOR PUERTO RICO FY 1983 - FY 1989. 

ALL CONSTANT DOLLAR OUTLAY FIGURES ARE COMPUTED USING THE PERSONAL CONSUMPTION EXPENDITURE DEFLATOR. 
ALL ACTUAL AND FORECASTF"^ DEFLATORS WERE OBTAINED FROM 0MB. 
OUTLAY FIGURES DO NOT INCLUDE DEDUCTIONS FOR OFFSETTING RECEIPTS. 

PAYMENTS rOR INDIVIDUALS. 1985 BUDGET DATA OFFICE OF MANAGEMENT AND BUDGET. FEB. 1984. 
fXCEPT DATA FOR FREE AND REDWCED PRICE SCHOOL LUNCHES WHICH WERE OBTAINED FROM THE USDA . 
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